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State Energy Officials Believe Conservation 
To Be a Viable Future Power Source Option 


by Frances Mendenhall 

It wasn’t long ago that energy officials 
believed that energy consumption would al- 
ways continue to increase and that it would 
always be necessary to plan for new plant 
construction to meet consumer demand. 

Now, the operating concept is conserva- 
tion. OPPD Director Michael O’Hara often 
speaks of demand-site management. Demand- 
site management is being practiced now, he 
says. The focus is on the peak commercial 
load, between nine a.m. and five p.m. In the 
last eight months OPPD has been giving away 
compact fluorescent light bulbs to its big 
commercial customers. Compact fluorescent 
bulbs are expensive to buy, ranging from $9 to 
$26. But they last 10 to 20 times as long as 
incandescents and use 3 percent of the elec- 
tricity. (They use 10 percent of the electricity 
bumed by a conventional fluorescent.) 

Demand-site management, says O’Hara, 
is the first of three options that OPPD will take 
to meet consumers’ needs. It is the most cost- 
effective. The second option is adding pro- 
duction capacity with small, natural gas burn- 
ing combustion turbines. These units produce 
50 megawatts each; OPPD plans to add eight 
such units beginning in 1995. The third op- 
tion, which has the highest capital costs, is 
adding another coal-burning plant. Even 
though coal-burning plants have become much 
more economical with recent technological 
improvements (the Nebraska City plant was 
recently cited by Utility Data Institute as 
having the third lowest production cost in the 
nation among fossil- or nuclear-fueled gener- 
ating stations), construction costs make add- 
ing a new plant less cost-effective than either 
demand-site management or combustion tur- 
bines. 

Allison Meyer of the Nebraska Energy 
Office uses another term, “Integrated Re- 
source Planning.” Meyer, who was selected 


by Governor Nelson to assist in formulating 
recommendations for a state energy plan, 
coordinated the efforts of a 52-member en- 
ergy policy council comprised of a cross 
section of citizens. The council members 
were selected by the governor last April and 
have been meeting since then to arrive at their 
recommendations. Their final draft document 
was completed in December and sent to the 
governor’s office; it will be available to the 
public in mid-January from the Energy Of- 
fice. Meyer says the governor will announce 
his energy plan some time this summer, based 
on these recommendations. 


Integrated Resource Planning 


Integrated Resource Planning, IRP, was a 
main component of the document in the area 
ofelectricity, according to Meyer. IRPdoesn’t 
mean the same thing as conservation; rather it 
means considering costs and benefits of low- 
ering demand along with costs and benefits of 
increased energy production. The most im- 
portant time to lower demand is during peak 
hours; if this can be accomplished, the need 
for new construction is forestalled. 

When the policy is approved by the gover- 
nor, Meyer and her colleagues in the Energy 
Office will be the ones to coordinate it. One 
thing they have already implemented isa loan 
program called the Dollar and Energy Saving 
Loan Program, also known as the 5 Percent 
Program. This program provides low-interest 
loans for purchase of real estate which meets 
certain energy saving guidelines. Meyer says 
the program was expected to make 250 loans 
in its first year, but was immediately well- 
received and made 4,000 loans. “Unlike other 
programs,” she says, “the lenders love it.” 

There are demonstrable positive economic 
spinoffs from conserving energy. One person 
who knows a lot about that is Iowan Wes 
Birdsall, of Osage, Iowa. Birdsall gave a 


public presentation for interested Nebraskans 
early in 1991, and testified at a committee 
hearing for LB 576, which requires that appli- 
cants for construction of electrical facilities 
show a “demonstrated commitment to energy 
efficiency and energy conservation.” 

Birdsall is a manager of Osage Municipal 
Utilities Inc. Since 1980 he is credited with 
helping consumers in his community cut power 
usage an average of 10 percent per home. 
Birdsall took infrared aerial photos of every 
structure in Osage, revealing which buildings 
were losing heat. One building was the local 
hospital. When a new roof was installed there 
was anet savings of 20 percent of the previous 
year’s heating bill. 

Later Birdsall took ground-level infrared 
pictures of every house in town, and began 
giving away energy saving devices such as 
fluorescent light bulbs and insulating jackets 
for water heaters. Birdsall also believes in 
planting trees to cut the need for air condition- 
ing. He bought a huge tree-planting machine 
for the local residents to use. 

Birdsall and his staff helped a local manu- 
facturer, Fox River Mills Inc., find ways tocut 
energy use. The factory raised its output by 30 
percent in four years but spent less than one 
percent more in electricity. 

The result has been that Osage Municipal 
hasn’t had to build a new plant. Relieved of 
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the need for adding capacity and with newly 
implemented efficiencies, it gave rate cuts 
totalling 19 percent in a recent five-year 
period while use of appliances such as air 
conditioners had grown. 

Even the local supermarket reports a re- 
markable benefit; by making energy saving 
improvements, Super Valu store owner Everett 
Steele was able to lower food prices enough to 
keep Osage people from going to nearby 
Mason City for their groceries. 


Conservation Legislation 


In the Nebraska Legislature, LB 576 has a 
chance of passing this session. Sponsored by 
Sen. Cudaback, it requires that applicants for 
construction of electrical facilities demon- 
Strate a “commitment to energy efficiency 
and energy conservation.” The bill made it out 
of committee with an amendment, and has 
been advanced to General File. Since it has 
been amended, it cannot be passed without 
debate. That and the fact that it at this time 
lacks a sponsor as a priority bill decrease the 
likelihood of passage. 

Michael O’ Hara has been promoting the 
bill. He believes that the bill will be amended 
to require Integrated Resource Planning. Ac- 
cording to O’ Hara, Nebraska is one of the few 
States that doesn’t require Integrated Resource 
Planning. 
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By Colman McCarthy 

WASHINGTON — At year’s end, Ameri- 
cans are being told to turn inward. Politicians 
on the left and right deliver one-note, one- 
party messages: America First, wehave enough 
problems at home, let’s take care of our own. 
Sorry Haitians. Sorry Russians. Sorry every- 
one. 

These simplifications, which join a mild 
form of isolationism with a severe case of 
national self-absorption, go up against a couple 
of facts that are less and less mentioned. 

1. America has habitually put itself first. 
Among Western industrialized nations, we 
have consistently ranked last in non-military 
economic assistance to poor countries. In 
1987, that aid equaled 0.24 percent of our 
GNP, a niggardly amount amounting to a 
smaller share than what we dispensed in 1919. 

Had American leaders put their hearts into 
developmental aid, instead of their speeches, 
such programs as the Peace Corps would be 
well-funded by now. Yet after 30 years of 
success and more than 120,000 volunteers 
sent abroad, as well as having two and three 
times the number of qualified applicants it can 
accept, funding for the program is negligible. 
Former director Loret Ruppe routinely asks 
Congress why it chooses to spend more money 
on military marching bands than the Peace 
Corps. 

2. We have problems at home but they are 
minor compared with what much of the world 
endures. During the 1980s, according to 
UNICEF's “State of the World’s Children, 
1992" that was issued last week, 250,000 
children continue to die every week because 
of hunger or preventable diseases. The wars of 
the 1980s saw 1.5 million children killed, 4 
million disabled, 5 million scattered to refu- 
gee camps and 12 million made homeless. 

All of the wars of the United States in the 
past 45 years have been, conveniently, in the 
Third World. All were fought to protect what 
one president after another has called “our 
vital interests.” 

About those interests, that we consider so 
“vital,” Luis Ignacio da Silva, a leader of the 
Brazilian Workers Party, had this thought in 
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1987, “I tell you that World War III has already 
Started — a silent war, not for that reason any 
less sinister. This war is tearing down Brazil, 
Latin America, and practically all of the Third 
World. Instead of soldiers dying there are 
children. Instead of millions of wounded there 
are millions of unemployed. Instead of de- 
struction of bridges there is the tearing down 
of factories, hospitals and entire economies. It 
isawarby the U.S. against the Latin American 
continent and the Third World. It is a war over 
the foreign debt, one which has as its main 
weapon, interest — a weapon more deadly 
than the atomic bomb.” 

This isn’t a random anti-U.S. tirade. 
UNICEF estimates that the rich nations are 
receiving $SO billion a year in interest on 
debts. In Latin America, incomes dropped by 
10 percent in the 1980s. 

3. Politicians who say, “Let’s take care of 
our own,” are right. But where is the analysis 
of the cause of our own’s problems, and which 
leaders are offering solutions that amount to 
more than putting air into the tires ofaslowing 
economy ? The 1980s saw Congress allow two 
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trillion dollars to be spent on America’s mili- 
tary might, with four quickie, pushover inva- 
sions — Grenada, Libya, Panama and Iraq. 
The result in the 1990s has been a two-trillion- 
dollar federal debt. For hollow military victo- 
ries in one decade, there is crushing economic 
defeat in the next. 

Some see it clearly. Bill Moyers, in a 
coming PBS documentary on “The New 
Economy,” reports that “Americans are di- 
vided into two groups: one that works for a 
living and makes it, and one that works for a 
living and can’t make it.” An average of more 
than 2,500 U.S. workers are being laid off 
daily, with one in three finding new jobs that 
offer below poverty wages. 

Instead of turning inward, America should 
be turning outward. We still have securities, 
blessings and riches that most of the earth’s 
population will never know. By sharing this 
wealth with the full generosity that would be 
the mark of a moral country, we could help 
raise the world to our level and ensure that we 
remain there ourselves. 

(c) 1991, Washington Post Writers Group 
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Progressivity, Broadened Base, Lower Rates 
Featured In Proposed State Tax System 


The Center for Rural Affairs appointed a 
seven-person task force to examine 
Nebraska's tax structure. They produced the 
following proposals, which are a near-fianl 
draft. 

The task force will conplete its work Jan. 20. 
Comments are welcome until then. 

Contact the Center for Rural Affairs, 
PO.Box 405, Walthill, Neb., 68062 

The task force included an attorney, an 
accountant, two farmers, a rancher, a church 
official, and two social workers. Three were 
from Omaha or Lincoln, four were from 
smaller communities. 


Nebraska’s Tax Crisis: 
An Opportunity For Reform 


Nebraska’s tax system has been thrown 
into chaos by recent court decisions that inter- 
pret the Nebraska constitution to require that 
all personal property be taxed. The legislature 
and Governor Ben Nelson have so far been 
unable to arrive at a permanent plan that 
resolves the legal and political dilemmas sur- 
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rounding the personal property tax crisis. 

The Center believes that Nebraskans should 
seize the opportunity created by this crisis to 
rethink the entire state and local tax system. 
Our criticisms of this system are: 

Despite progress in recent years, Nebraska 
still depends too heavily on the property tax 
— for 45 percent of all state and local revenue, 
especially schools. 

Nebraska’s overall tax system is too re- 
gressive, both because it depends too much on 
property and sales taxes, and because its 
income tax system does not ask the wealthy to 
carry their weight. 

Nebraska’s sales tax base in too narrow, 
exempting most of the rapidly growing ser- 
vice sector. 

We have long believed that this issue has 
been unnecessarily divisive, pitting rural 
against urban parts of the state. We reject that 
division out of hand. For us, the issue is not 
whether agriculture as a sector, or residential 
property owners as a class, or urban busi- 
nesses as a group pay more or less in taxes. 


Property (34%) 


Intangibles (2%) 
Corp. Income (5%) 
Miscellaneous (5%) 


Sales (26%) 


Individual (28%) 


Proposed 


Cost (in milllons) 


For us, the issue is that the tax system asks 
too much of those with too little to give, and 
not enough of those who have plenty — no 
matter their addresses or their occupations. 

In 1987, some dissident businesses pushed 
through the legislature sweeping tax changes 
that granted them huge tax breaks and made 
the income tax system much more regressive, 
shifting the burden from the wealthy to the 
middle class, from expanding business to 
those struggling to survive, and from growing 
communities to those in trouble. 

These changes, and the politically heavy 
handed means by which they were accom- 
plished, worked to sour the civic climate of 
Nebraska. Because the wealthy refuse to pay 
their fair share, everyone else feels they should 
pay less as well. Our capacity to provide 
essential public services and to govern are at 
stake. Taxation is the most basic means by 
which the citizens of a democracy express 
their mutual commitments. 

Toaddress these concerns, the Center Board 
of Directors appointed a Tax Reform Task 
Force to study the state’s tax system and 
propose a comprehensive reform. The Task 
Force has completed a draft of its work and is 
seeking comments from the general public 
before finalizing its report this month. This 
summary is offered to encourage citizens to 
comment on the Task Force’s ideas. 


Goals For Nebraska Tax Reform 


The Task Force has proposed three broad 
goals for tax policy: 

1, Reduce property tax collections by an 
average of 25 percent and reduce dependence 
on property taxes from 45 percent to 34 
percent of total revenue. 

2. Broaden the sales tax base and lower 
rates. 

3. Make the overall tax system more pro- 
gressive. 

The Center Board of Directors approved 
these goals at its December meeting. Imple- 
menting them is now the issue. The Task 
Force’s challenge has been to design a tax 
system that accomplishes these goals without 
changing the amount of total revenue the state 
expects to receive in 1992 from all state and 
local taxes--about $2.7 billion. 


Lower Sales And Property Tax Rates 


The Task Force has produced a draft plan 
that consists of seven major proposals, which 
if adopted, will allow the following: 

First, the property tax mill levy on real 
estate and motor vehicles can be lowered by 
20 percent, from an average of.2309 to .1848. 

Second, the sales tax rate on goods and 
services can be lowered from 5 percent to 4 


percent. 
And third, to make the sales tax slightly 


more progressive, each person can be givena 
$25 sales tax credit, which like the old food 
sales tax credit, will reduce your income tax 
obligation, or, if you don’t pay income tax, 
will be paid directly to you. 

This plan will produce a balanced and fair 
system for Nebraskans. 


Seven Proposals For A Balanced And 
Fair Tax System For Nebraskans 


1. Eliminate personal property taxes. In- 
Stead require taxpayers to add-back the amount 
deducted as personal property depreciation 
on their federal tax return to their Nebraska 
taxable income. 

The personal property tax has been called 
a liar’s tax because it involves self reporting 
and self assessment of property. Two propos- 
als have been considered to replace it.The 3- 
R Committee — the governor's special study 
group— proposes to continue to tax personal 
property using a depreciation method to value 
it for tax purposes. A second approach, by 
Sen. Hall and others, would have placed a 3 
percent surcharge on the amount of personal 
property depreciation a taxpayer deducts from 
his/her federal taxable income. 

We propose instead to simply require the 
taxpayer to add-back the personal property 
deducted on the federal return to his/her Ne- 
braska taxable income. The advantages: 

elt eliminates the administratively 
complex personal property tax. 

*It also eliminates a court challenge 
claiming the tax is an unconstitutional 
Statewide property tax--we’re simply 
changing the calculation for taxable 
income. 

The depreciation is taxed progres- 
Sively as income rather than at the flat 
property tax rate or at the flat 3 percent 
surcharge. Small businesses and farm- 
ers in lower tax brackets won’t pay as 
much as big business with higher in- 
comes. 

*It raises more money ($63 million) 
than the surcharge ($40 million), re- 
placing two-thirds of the revenue lost 
by eliminating the personal property 
tax. 

It runs counter to the taxpayer’s incentive 
to maximize depreciation claimed on the 
federal tax return — the more you deduct on 
the federal return, the more you add-back on 
the Nebraska return. However, there will still 
be an incentive to claim depreciation. 

Finally, to make the remaining real prop- 
erty tax a little less regressive, we propose a 
“circuit breaker” limiting taxes on a home 
owned and occupied by a person with below 
median income to 3.5 percent of that person’s 
income. For renter house-holds with below 
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Ducks Lose, Developers Win 
With Quayle’s Council on Com- 


petitiveness 


by xenneth Pins 

WASHINGTON. D.C. — On July 10, 
Environmental Protection Agency adminis- 
trator William Reilly was being driven to 
Capitol Hill to deliver a fresh definition for 
wetlands. 

The new definition, prompted by com- 
plaints from farmers and others that rules 
formulated in 1989 went too far, was the result 
of long negotiations by the EPA and three 
other federal agencies that regulate wetlands. 

On the way, his car phone rang. It was the 
White House. The deal was off. 

Later that month, on July 29, a White 
House group called the Council on Competi- 
tiveness met to take up the wetlands issue in 
eamest. 


Millions of Acres 


By the time the Bush administration issued 
its proposed new wetlands manual two weeks 
later, a seemingly trivial change involving 
standing water had effectively removed mil- 
lions of acres new defined as wetlands from 
federal protection. 

What had happened, exactly? 

Members of several committees in Con- 
gress would like to know the answer to that, 
and to other Council on Competitiveness de- 
liberations, with dates and names attached. 

They have subpoenaed records, asked 
White House officials to testify and tried 
every way they can think of to learn the inner 
workings of the Council on Competitiveness. 
They bave run into ihe wall of executive 
privilege. 


Wealthy Businessperson 


With Vice President Dan Quayle as its 
chair and its daily operations directed by 
wealthy Indiana entrepreneur Allan Hubbard, 
the council is legally nobody’s business but 
the president’s. 

In the minds of many Democrats, it is an 
off-the-books deregulator, a one-stop place 
for industry to change the regulations it finds 
burdensome, to do an end-run around the 
democratic process. 

Besides the vice president, permanent 
members of the council are the White House 
chief of staff, the Office of Management and 
Budget director, the treasury secretary, the 
attorney general and the head of the Council 
of Economic Advisors. 


Who Called the Shots 


The Council on Competitiveness cannot 
legally rewrite regulations; that is the job of 
federal agencies, such as the EPA, with tech- 
nical experts on their staffs. Nevertheless, the 
competitiveness council’s spokesperson leaves 


little doubt about who called the shots on the 
wetlands issue. 

“It’s fairly well established that the council 
had a very active role on the wetlands issue,” 
said Jeff Nesbit, a spokesperson for the coun- 
cil. 

“There was that very pivotal meeting (July 
29), chaired by the vice president — the EPA 
administrator was there — where the basic 
policy decisions were made on the issue,” he 
said. 

Nesbit is in the delicate position of describ- 
ing the council as effective (which enhances 
Quayle’s reputation), without being tooeffec- 
tive (which is against the law). 


Costs to a Minimum 


Technically, Nesbit said, the competitive- 
ness council did not write the contents of the 
manual. However, Nesbit said, “It does re- 
view (rules) and make suggestions, yes.” Its 
goal is to keep to a minimum the costs to the 
industries being regulated. 

Established by executive order in 1990, the 
competitiveness council is new, but it belongs 
to an old tradition of White House task forces 
designed to pressure regulators outside the 
public eye. 

“You take sections of the regulations and 
say, ‘I think this ought tobe rewritten, what do 
you think?’” said Jim Tozzi, a former staffer 
with the Office of Management and Budget 
who is credited by many as the originator of 
the practice. 

“I knew a guy named Tozzi who used to 
rewrite them himself. It saves paperwork,” 
Tozzi said dryly. 

During the Reagan administration a simi- 
lar group called the Regulatory Relief Task 
Force had as its chairman then-Vice President 
George Bush. 

The Council on Competitiveness has been 
an especially activist incarnation of the idea. 


Emits Toxins 


It has influenced drug approval rules and 
offered up to 100 amendments tothe CleanAir 
Act, some of which have the potential to help 
Hubbard, who owns stock in an Indiana utility 
and who owns a business that emits a small 
amount of toxins annually. 

Sen. John Glenn, D-Ohio, and two other 
Senate Governmental Affairs Committee 
members have asked for records to indicate 
whether the council and executive director 
Hubbard have violated ethics rules. 

“We do not know if Mr. Hubbard has a 
conflict of interests because we do not know 
what the Council on Competitiveness is do- 
ing,” Glenn said. 

As its role in the wetlands controversy 


shows, there is little doubt 
the Council on Competi- 
tiveness wields enormous 
influence over what gov- 
ernment regulates. 


“Not Technically 
Valid” 


The contents of the 
wetlands manual that fi- 
nally came out of the 
White House — a manual 
that was criticized by the 
Corps of Engineers as 
“not technically valid” — 
Suggests to many that it 
was not the work of sci- 
entists at the EPA who were familiar with the 
issue. 

Weilands — areas wet part of the year, dry 
others — are important for wildlife, flood 
prevention and for filtering nitrates out of 
farm runoff. 

However, because they fall into the transi- 
tion area between firm ground and rivers and 
streams, drawing a line around what is and 
what is not a wetland nas long been a source 
of controversy, often pitting science against 
political reality. 

The definition contained in a 1989 wet- 
lands manual was criticized by farm groups 
and other business interests for covering too 
much ground, stopping development projects 
and preventingfarmers from exercising their 
private property rights. 

“We had a manual that said ‘No, and if you 
don’t like that answer, take me tocourtand [Il 
defend myself with your tax dollars,’” said 
Mark Maslyn of the American Farm Bureau 
Federation. 


No Public Comment 


The Farm Bureau made its concerns known 
in July 1989. “The vice president first heard 
some concerns about the new EPA definition 
then,” Nesbit said. The Farm Bureau points 
out that the 1989 manual was adopted without 
public comment. 


SEBS 
"LET ME EXPLAIN THE FUNCTION OF QUAMLE'S COUNCIL Of COMPETITNNESS/ * 


The White House Domestic Policy Coun- 
cil began looking into the issue early on, 
holding hearings around the country as the 
scientific debate over the 1989 wetlands regu- 
lations continued. 

Last January Quayle spoke at the Varm 
Bureau’s national convention in Phoenix, 
where he again met with its leaders, and the 
issue was discussed. “We worked with any~ 
body we could, to the extent that we could,” 
Maslyn said. 

The Farm Bureau had succeeded in getting 
a 1990 guideline issued that removed 60 
millicn acres of “prior converted croplands” 
— areas tilled and drained before 1985 — 
from federal regulation, a fact often over- 
looked in the current debate. 


Coalition of Developers and the Farm 
Bureau 


The Farm Bureau, working with a group of 
developers, oi] and gas interests and others 
called the National Wetlands Coalition, con- 
tinued to press its case, calling for a further 
relaxation of wetlands rules. 

While EPA’s Reilly, working with the other 
agencies with wetlands authority — the Corps 
of Engineers, the Soil Conservation Service 
and the Fish and Wildlife Service — was 
moving toward a July 10 compromise, the 
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Scientists Call Quayle ‘Arrogant’ 
For Writing Wetlands Manual 


The following is excerpted from an article 
about the wetlands entitled "High and Dry" in 
the Dec., 1991 Scientific American. 

Many experts say the document is filled 
with inconsistencies and loopholes that could 
lead to the loss of designation for half the 
nation’s remaining wetlands. The debate has 


also raised questions about the role of politics 
in a scientific process. “It is the height of 
arrogance to have [Vice President] Quayle’s 
staffers think they can write a wetlands 
manual,” asserts Tim Searchinger, an attorney 
at the Environmental Defense Fund, one of 


the groups opposing the policy. 
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And Choosing the Right Lane in Life 


Dear Lulu: 


Dear Lulu: 

I won a trip to Europe from our local co-op 
and I’m scared to death. I’ve never met any 
foreigners before! I guess I’m wondering if 
I'll see any other Nebraskans over there and 
how will I recognize them? It would be so 
much fun to see somebody from home while 
I’m away from home. 

Love, Pete from Prague 
Dear Pete: 

There are lots of ways to spot Cornhuskers 
away from their roots. Corn seed caps and 
Herbie Husker buttons are two sure signs. You 
can also ask them if they’ve ever used lard in 
bed or if their mother keeps a spit cup next to 
her tractor seat. Hope these hints help to spot 
those Cornhuskers. 

Love, Lulu 

PS. Be sure to plan a side trip to Yugosla- 
via, 


Dear Lulu: 

Harry and I always have trouble when the 
weather turns bad because he leaves the hoses 
out to freeze and we forget to cover the roses. 
We don’t fill the bird feeder and we forget to 
put our pink flamingoes away and we don’t 
put antifreeze in until the car stops dead, and 
Harry forgot to winterize the cat so she froze 
up and refused to use her box and things were 
not in good shape. So tell your dear readers the 
solution. We are going to Arizona. 

Love, Done in Dunning 
Dear Done: 

Ah, Arizona. God’; waiting room, where 
you goto shop anddie. Send your cat over. She 
sounds like she needs the care only a wait-it- 
out Nebraskan can give. 

Love, Lulu 
Dear Lulu: 

Iam thrilled that President Bush is sending 
$100 million, leftover Persian Gulf food and 
the Peace Corps folks to help the homeless. 
What wonderful people these Republicans 
are! 

Love, Worried-About-The-Homeless in 
Waterloo 
Dear Worried: 

The money and help is going all right but 
it’s Russia's homeless that get it, not ours. Who 
would have dreamed that a Republican would 
want to clothe a Communist! Ronald Reagan 
would roll over in his grave if he were dead, 
which he is, cranially speaking. 

Love, Lulu 
Dear Lulu: 
I’m a real Robert Fulgham nut and I just 


Wetlands , from previous page 


competitiveness council went further. 

So far, in fact, that under the proposed 
manual issued after that July 29 meeting, 
more than 100,000 acres of the Florida Ever- 
glades, and other areas valuable to ducks and 
developers alike, would no longer be pro- 
tected. 

While the Farm Bureau worked with the 
council to change wetlands regulations, it was 
Stating publicly that the regulation changes 
were no big deal. 

The top story in the Nov. 18 Farm Bureau 
News carried the headline: “Changes in manual 
won’t cause wetlands losses.” The article 
made a distinction between what it called 
“true wetlands” and “paper wetlands.” 


Discussion Forbidden 


Field tests conducted by government regu- 
lators indicated a very different conclusion, 
but the EPA and the other federal agencies 
involved were forbidden by the Bush admin- 
istration from discussing them. 

Thesummary reports of those tests, written 
by the Corps of Engineers, were later leaked 
and showed substantial losses of current wet- 


lands, with up to 70 percent of wetlands in 
Iowa and Illinois dropping out of federal 
regulation. 

Maslyn said he doesn’t believe those test 
results. “We’re not talking about something 
that is precise” he said. 

The proposed new guidelines have gener- 
ated more than 30,000 letters from the public 
in response, EPA official Jane Freeman said. 
The results of the field tests are now available 
from the EPA and the Army Corps of Engi- 
neers field offices. 

The public comment period has been ex- 
tended to Jan. 21. 

The gag orders, leaks, conflicting claims 
and last-minute calls on car phones show a 
bitter split within the administration of Presi- 
dent Bush, who said there would be “no net 
loss” of wetlands during his presidency. 

The Council on Competitiveness, say its 
Critics, is the way to cut through all of that. 

A final decision should be announced early 
in 1992. 

©1991 Des Moines Register and Tribune 
Company 
Reprinted by permission. 


bought his latest book, “Uh-Oh: Some Obser- 
vations From Both Sides of the Refrigerator 
Door” for $19. I just loved his first book, “All 
I Really Need to Know I Learned in Kinder- 
garten,” and then when “It Was on Fire When 
I Lay Down On It” came out -- well, I was just 
in heaven. Isn’t he just wonderful? How could 
anyone not love this stuff? It just makes one 
dreamy, sort of like I’m in the Crystal Cathe- 
dral. 

Love, Dreamy in Deshler 
Dear Dreamy: 

If you like Rev. Fulgham’s prose, you’ll 
love his next work, “They Were Road Apples 
When I Lay Down on Them, But They Turned 
to Squash When I Sat Up,” to be followed by 
“If It’s Ripe It Must Be caca. He’s sort ofina 
rut. 

And, of course, speaking of Crystal Cathe- 
drals, you’re obviously a Robert H. Schuller 
fan, with his latest Protestant epic, “Life’s Not 
Fair But God is Good.” This is the first in a 
three part series on John Wesley, to be fol- 
lowed by “Life Stinks and So Do You,” and 
then ending with his triumphant “God’s A 
Woman and I Like Lace.” Happy Reading. 


Dear Lulu: 
I suppose I’ve wanted to crawl back into 
childhood for many reasons. Things seemed 
sosimple then. Americans were the good guys 
and whoever was against us was bad. No 
dating; no complex relationships. Well, for 
example, the other day I pulled up to an 
intersection with a red light. Two lanes. And 
just beyond the red light the two lanes become 
one. But I didn’t know if it was merge to the 
right or merge to the left. So I may be in the 
best lane to beat the other guy, or the worst 
lane. Why don’t they tell you in advance 
where to get to, to beat the other guy? I hate 
it when they don’t tell you how to get ahead in 
the lanes or life or whatever. Please tell your 
readers. 
Love, Pondering in Papillion 
Dear Pondering: 

Thank you, Frederick W. Nietzsche. We’Il 
pass the thought on to Robert Schuller for his 
new book, “How to choose the right lane in 
life.” 

Love, Lulu 


Love, Lulu 
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Nebraska Delegation 


Senate 


Sen. J.J. Exon 

528 Hart Senate Bidg. 
Washington, DC 20510 
(202) 224-4224 

(402) 437-5591 (Lincoln) 
(402) 341-1776 (Omaha) 
(308) 632-3595 (Scottsbluff) 


Sen. Bob Kerrey 

316 Hart Senate Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20510 
(202) 224-6551 

(402) 437-5246 (Lincoln) 
(402) 391-3411 (Omaha) 
(308) 632-3595 (Scottsbluff) 


House 
First District 


Rep. Doug Bereuter 
2446 Rayburn Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515 
(202) 225-4806 

(402) 438-1598 (Lincoln) 
(402) 727-0888 (Fremont) 


Second District 

Rep. Peter Hoagland 
1415 Longworth Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20510 
(202) 225-4155 

(402) 344-8701 (Omaha) 


Third District 

Rep. Bill Barrett 

1607 Longworth Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515 
(202) 225-6435 

(308) 632-3333 (Dist. 3) 


Capitol Switch Board 
(202) 224-3121 


White House Comment Desk 
(202) 456-1111 


President George Bush 
The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 
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How a Bill Becomes Law in Nebraska 


Bill Drafted 


as requested by 
state senator 


Bill 
Becomes 


/ P 
{Review \ 
| vetooverruled, | 
\ or Veto upheld 
\ / 


To Governor 

If (s)he vetoes, 
the legislature 
may review 

If (3)he signs it 
or takes no action 
bill becomes law 


hird Reading 
“Final Reading” 
Bill is read 
in full 


Engrossment 
Bill is printed 
in final form 


Select File 


Introduced 
Title read, 
bill assigned 
to standing 
committee 


Public Hearing 
by committee, five 


Considers in 
executive session 


General Pile 
“First Reading” 
debate & amend- 
ments allowed 


Enrollment 

& Review 

Bill is corrected, 
amendments added 


“Second Reading” 
.\ Debate and amend 
ments allowed 


*"Killed" may mean the bill was withdrawn, indefinitely postponed, 
or failed for lack of votes. 


Continued from page 3 


median income, who really pay property taxes 
indirectly, we propose a refundable property 
tax credit of $50. Neither of these proposals 
has been analyzed for their revenue impact. 

2. Place a 1.5 percent surcharge on un- 
earned income from intangible property, with 
a $10,000 exemption for each natural person. 

Intangible property (stocks, bonds, sav- 
ings accounts) isn’t taxed like other income 
producing property that is tangible like farm- 
land, largely because it is difficult to find and 
assess this property. But it is possible to place 
an additional surcharge on income from this 
property, since it must be reported on the 
federal tax return. 

To protect those on fixed incomes who live 
on these funds or farmers who temporarily 
invest federal farm program payments in cer- 
tificates of deposit until they use the funds for 
planting next year’s crops, we propose an 
exemption on the first $10,000 of income 
from intangibles each year. A 

1.5 percent surcharge on income from 
intangibles with a $10,000 exemption would 
raise $48.3 million, and two thirds of that 
would come from corporations. 

3. Lower sales tax rates to 4% but broaden 
the base. Place a sales tax on services, with 
exemptions for health and education expendi- 
tures. 

Nearly half the potential sales tax base on 
Nebraska is exempt because the state gener- 
ally does not tax services — except services 
widely consumed by middle and low-income 
people, such as all public utility services, 
sports and entertainment tickets, and cable 
TVservice. The service sector is big, and it is 
growing. It is senseless to leave it off the sales 


tax rolls. The only exceptions we propose are 
for medical expenses (why tax misfortune?) 
and for tuition (investing in education is a 
public service). This would add about $6.1 
billion to the sales tax base, enabling us to 
lower the sales tax rate. 

We also propose sales taxes on pesticides 
as pollutants in order to discourage overuse 
and encourage a shift to sustainable agricul- 
ture. About $160 million worth of pesticides 
are sold in Nebraska. At the lower sales tax 
rate of 4 percent, that would raise about $6.4 
million. 

4. Place a 1 percent transaction tax on real 
estate purchases with $100,000 lifetime ex- 
emptions for each natural person on each of 
two categories: (1) owner-occupied residen- 
tial real estate, and (2) owner-operated farm/ 
business real estate. 

It’s like points charged on a mortgage — 
this tax will be paid primarily by the seller, not 
the buyer, because, like points added to a 
mortgage by finance companies, the tax will 
typically just reduce the amount of principal 
the buyer is able to pay the seller. At least 
that’s how savvy buyers will operate. In actu- 
ality, the buyer and seller will probably nego- 
tiate some sharing of this tax, just as they 
frequently do with points on a mortgage. 

Giving exemptions for limited amounts of 
owner-occupied homes and owner-operated 
farm/business will also give first time buyers 
and those with limited assets an advantage in 
the market. 

It’s hard to estimate the revenue because 
there isn’t much data on these transactions. 
We estimate at least $26 million. But because 
of the uncertainty, we have not included this 
revenue in our final analysis. 
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What Really Happens 


What was actually actually 


Neede 


As Understood 
by the Public 


As : ted by 


the Media 


As Implemented 
by State Agency 


5. Add four new tax brackets for persons 
with income above $100,000 with marginal 
rates graduating from 8.07 percent to 9.8 
percent (for those with income above 
$1,000,000). 

Nebraska’s income tax system became 
considerably less progressive in 1986 when 
we decoupled from the federal system. Our 
proposal would restore progressivity to the 
system by adding four new brackets. 

Ninety-eight percent of Nebraska taxpay- 
ers would see no increase under this system. 
Only those with net taxable incomes of over 
$500,000 would be paying significantly more 
than they would have been paying to Ne- 
braska ifthe state had remained coupled tothe 
federal tax system, and no one would be 
paying a greater share of their income to the 
state than they were prior to the federal and 
State tax reforms of 1986 and 1987. And even 
for those with incomes over $1,000,000, the 
tax rate would be less than Iowa’s, which taxes 
all income above $47,700 at 9.98 percent. 
Revenue gain: $29 million. 

We also recommend repealing a provision 
adopted in 1987 (LB 775) that exempts from 
income tax any capital gain received on stock 
in a Nebraska company that employed you. 
Ninety percent of the benefits of this provi- 
sion in 1989 were received by 48 taxpayers 
with incomes over $500,000 who escaped 
about $5.4 million in state income taxes as a 
result. 

6. Add a third corporate tax bracket for 
corporations with taxable income over 
$1,000,000. Restore the three-part formula 
for calculating corporate taxable income. In- 
crease rates across-the-board by 1.5 percent. 

Nebraska corporations pay 7 percent less 


When a Bill ve Law 


As Introduced 


As Amended by 
Committee 


As Amended on 
Second Reading 


As Enacted 


As Funded by , 
Appropriations Committee 


tax (after adjustment for inflation) than they 
did in 1980, due partly to the lavish business 
tax credits passed in 1987 (LB 775), the full 
impact of which have not yet been fully felt. 
Moreover, corporate income taxes will fall 
even more in the years ahead as they take 
advantage of the new formula for calculating 
taxable income based only on the share of the 
company’s sales that occur in Nebraska (ig- 
noring how much of their income they earn 
here, and how much of their property is lo- 
cated here). 

The tax corporations do pay is very “flat”. 
There are only two brackets. Those below 
$50,000 in taxable income pay 5.58 percent, 
all those above pay 7.81 percent. As a result, 
about 200 companies that earned over 
$1,000,000 in 1988 and received 57 percent of 
all corporate profits paid only 60 percent ofall 
corporate income tax — that’s not a progres- 
Sive tax at all. 

We propose three reforms: 

Add a third bracket for corporations that 
eam over $1,000,000, and establish its rate 
initially at 8.93 percent. Then restore the 
three-part system for calculating taxable in- 
come (based on their sales, income, and prop- 
erty in Nebraska). Then raise all corporate 
income tax rates by 15 percent. The top rateon 
those with profits over $1,000,000 would then 
be 10.27 percent, still well under lowa’s top 
rate, which is 12 percent for all corporations 
with over $250,000 in taxable income. Rev- 
enue gain: $32.9 million. 

7. Increase alcohol and tobacco taxes by 10 
percent. 

This will raise an additional $5.3 million 
needed to meet the total revenue require- 
ments. 
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Doonesbury’s Qua 


“The problem with cartoons,” New York 
Times editor Max Frankel complained 
(Newsday, 11/4/91), “is that you can’t edit 
them.” 

That may explain why the Times doesn’t 
run comic strips. But almost every other daily 
in the country does. And in November, editors 
at ascore ofnewspapers responded to the edit- 
resistant nature of cartoons by suspending 
publication of Doonesbury for three weeks — 
the duration of an episode in Garry Trudeau’s 
comic strip depicting a government cover-up 
of charges that Dan Quayle used illegal drugs. 

The series caused a media uproar. In a 
typical commentary, Thomas Oliphant charged 
(Boston Globe, 11/13/91) that “Quayle has 
been slandered by a comic strip” and “the 
press has compounded the slander by treating 
it as news.” 

The two percent of newspapers opting for 
censorship included some large dailies. “It’s 
too much a blurring of fact, fiction and dia- 
tribe,” said John W. Walter Jr., managing 
editor of the Atlanta Journal and Constitution. 
Some newspapers printed disclaimers along- 
side Doonesbury. Perhaps the most bizarre 
appeared in the San Francisco Chronicle for 
the last few days of the episode: “So far as the 
Chronicle knows, Garry Trudeau, the creator 
of the cartoon ‘Doonesbury,’ has never asked 
Dan Quayle for an interview.” 

Doonesbury’s critics missed a key point: In 
a couple of weeks, Garry Trudeau broke a 
three-year media logjam that had blocked any 
Serious attention to federal prisoner Brett 
Kimberlin (See EXTRA!, Jul/Aug ’90.) Pre- 
ferring to dumpon Doonesbury, the U.S. mass 
media failed to acknowledge their own past 
failure to cover the Kimberlin story. 

During the final days of the 1988 cam- 
paign, Bush-Quayle strategists kept close tabs 
on Kimberlin, who claimed to have been 
Quayle’s pot dealer in the early ’70s. Staying 
in frequent contact with the U.S. Justice De- 
partment (which runs the federal prison sys- 
tem), aides to Bush and Quayle repeatedly 
briefed top campaign officials like James 
Baker III and Lee Atwater. 

The warden of the penitentiary in Okla- 
homa, where Kimberlin was an inmate at the 
time, had okayed a news conference at the 
prison on the Friday night before the national 
elections. But that evening — in an unprec- 
edented order from Washington — Bureau of 
Prisons director J. Michael Quinlan canceled 
the news conference and had Kimberlin placed 
in solitary confinement. 

In spite of evidence of top Bush-Quayle 
campaign officials’ partisan manipulation of 
the federal prison system, the Kimberlin story 
was ignored or discounted by mass media. 

New York Times reporter Michael Wines 
wrote an article (12/29/88) that managed to 
ignore central aspects of the story. Wines told 
Martin A. Lee and Norman Solomon, co- 
authors of the book Unreliable Sources: “I did 
manage to confirm the fact that they (Bush- 
Quayle campaign officials) were kept abreast 


of what this guy was doing. At which point I 
asked myself — ‘Okay, what’s wrong with 
that?” After checking with some official 
sources — though not with Kimberlin — 
Wines said he decided that the prisoner was a 
“publicity hound.” 

It wasn’t until the Trudeau comic strips in 
November 1991 that most mass media began 
to take a look at the story — though debunking 
Doonesbury seemed to be priority. 

Many news accounts focused, not on 
Kimberlin, but on a cocaine dealer said to 
have failed a lie detector test when claiming 
that he sold coke to Quayle. Ironically, after 
Kimberlin volunteered to undergo a poly- 
graph test about his claim, Knight Ridder 
news service sought to take him up non the 
offer, almost three years ago — but federal 
prison authorities refused to allow it. That 
refusal went unreported. 

Other articles and disclaimers repeated the 
official DEA line that the agency had investi- 


COX: 
Watch 


by 
Warrior 
Richardson \ 


At a recent meeting of the Midwest Re- 
gional Board of Directors of the National 
Federation of Local Cable Programmers, 
NFLCP, a lot of time was spent going over the 
problems PublicAccess users face in Omaha. 
They couldn’t believe what they were hear- 
ing, stories such as the following bit of bu- 
reaucratic torment. 


Torment 


Rod Austin, the assistant to the City Coun- 
cil, called my friend and fellow PublicAccess 
user Richard Hudlin and told him that the 
CableTelevisionAdvisory Committee (CTAC) 
would address concerns expressed in his Nov. 
29 letter to Walt Nabity, the Chairman of the 
CTAC, at the Dec. 9 CTAC meeting. Both Mr. 
Hudlin and I attended. 

Mr. Hudlin pointed out that he was denied 
the use of his computer in the Public Access 
studio, told not to copy from 1/2" to 3/4" 
videotape and vice versa, and that his produc- 
tion time and editing time were, once again, 
arbitrarily and capriciously limited. Also, he 
pointed out that he was told he could only use 
the editing facility before he produced his 
shows. Relevant to that, I pointed out that I 
was told I could only take an editing workshop 
during normal working hours and that when I 
did make an appointment for an editing work- 


gated, and then dismissed as untrue, allega- 
tions of cocaine use by Quayle. Usually 
unmentioned was the fact that an assistant 
U.S. attorney in Indiana asked the Justice 
Department in 1982 to doa sting against then- 
Sen. Quayle (Newsweek, 11/16/91). Former 
DEA agent Michael Levine cautioned EX- 
TRA! that the claim by the highly politicized 
agency to have disproved a charge means 
little: “I’ve seen them say that many times and 
do nothing.” he said. 

With the notable exception of a belated 
article by Washington Post staffer Michael 
Isikoff (11/19/91). Kimberlin was the subject 
of little fair reportage outside the Doonesbury 
strip. A lengthy, one-sided article by Los 
Angeles Times reporter Douglas Frantz (11/7/ 
91) said that Kimberlin “is not scheduled for 
release under norma] regulations until 1994.” 
But Kimberlin’s parole situation is quite ab- 
normal. He could have been out as early as 
1984. But last year, the presidentially ap- 


shop during normal working hours the work- 
shop was not completed due to, what I was 
told was, lack of time. However, the only item 
discussed was the issue of copying from 1/2" 
to 3/4" videotape and vice versa. 

Mr. Kohler, the Communications Manager 
for Cox Cable, attempted to defend the denial 
of this procedure by alleging that a rewiring 
problem results from this. Mr. Hudlin stated 
that he could demonstrate that there is no 
rewiring problem. Moreover, Mr. Hudlin 
pointed out in his letter to Mr. Nabity that Mr. 
Kohler’s rationale for disallowing copying 
from 1/2" to 3/4" videotape and vice versa is 
absurd since the time base corrector that Mr. 
Kohler previously asserted did not exist did in 
fact exist. As Mr. Hudlin pointed out, it was a 
Cox employee who told him about it. 

Mr. Kohler admitted that he may be wrong 
on this matter and that he would consult with 
Cox’ engineers. Mr. Nabity asked John Pierce, 
a member of the CTAC to get together with 
Mr. Kohler and Mr. Hudlin to investigate this 
matter and arrange for Mr. Hudlin to demon- 
strate the ease and simplicity of this proce- 
dure. 

Why should Mr. Hudlin have to demon- 
Strate something to Mr. Kohler that Cox’ 
technical staffshould already know how todo 
and in fact does know how to do as is evident 
by the fact that it was a Cox employee who 
demonstrated to Mr. Hudlin how to do what 
Mr. Hudlin is going to demonstrate to Mr. 
Kohler? This is absurd. 

It is significant to note that on Sept. 3, I 
wrote a letter to Mr. Kohler asking him the 
very same question Mr. Hudlin later asked: 
why can’t we copy from 1/2" to3/4" videotape 
and vice versa? The question was referred to 
Mr. Kohler. On Oct. 1 Mr. Kohler said he 
would have an answer in 15 days. On Oct. 28 
Isent another letter to Mr. Nabity pointing out 
that Mr. Kohler did not answer the question. 1 


le Story Broke Media Blackout 


pointed U.S. Parole Commission decided to 
keep him locked up until February 1994. The 
180 months of incarceration would be twice 
the maximum time recommended in federal 
guidelines (64-92 months for a prisoner in his 
category). 

Dooresbury’s fictional Washington Post 
reporter, Rick Redfern, asked a feathery Dan 
Quayle on November 27; “Sir, do you think 
there’s any connection between Kimberlin’s 
allegations about you and how he’s been 
treated by the Parole Commission?” The fic- 
titious Redfern was a good deal more intrepid 
than most real-life counterparts. In this case, 
journalism would do well to imitate art. 


Reprinted with permission from EXTRA!, 
the journal of Fairness and Accuracy in 
Reporting.Individual memberships are $30/ 
yr. Send to FAIR/EXTRA!, Subscription Ser- 
vice, P.O.Box 3000, Dept. FAR, Denvill, NJ 
07834 


Chicago's Superior Public Access TV 


received no response. On Nov. 29 Mr. Hudlin 
sent his letter asking the same question. He 
was invited to the Dec. 9 CTAC meeting to 
discuss this issue and Mr. Kohler gave the 
same answer: We’ll have our engineers look 
into it. What sort of shell game is this? 


Double Standard 


Mr. Hudlin repeatedly stated that he wanted 
to produce a “quality show.” In response to 
that, towards the end of the meeting, Mr. 
Nabity told Mr. Hudlin that Public Access is 
not intended for people to produce profes- 
sional quality shows and that if they caught 
him using the PublicAccess facilities to make 
a profit, they would have to take action against 
him. 

What a curious thing to say. I always 
thought the Public Access facilities were in- 
tended to be used to produce whatever kind of 
show the user wanted, be it of professional 
quality or down right trashy. 

Furthermore, why should Mr. Hudlin’s 
desire to produce a high quality show be 
suspect? I should think it would be applauded 
and encouraged. Public Access administra- 
tors in other cities, Chicago for one, encour- 
age good work; here they throw up road- 
blocks! 

Chicago’s Public Access system is an ex- 
cellent example of what can be done. Peopie 
there are trained at the professional level and 
even leave PublicAccess and get professional 
jobs with local television networks. 

So, why is Chicago’s PublicAccess system 
so much better than Omaha’s? One major 
reason is because it is owned and run by the 
Public Access users themselves. They have 
formed a non-profit organization to run it. 
Omaha can do thesame thing. In fact, nothing 
short of that will solve the problem’s facing 
Omaha Public Access users. 

The Omaha chapter of the NFLCP meets 
Jan.18, noon at WDale Clark Library 
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Sculptor’s Compassionate Vision Invites Reflection 


"The wreck called World" 


Dirt, the Earth Spirit 


by Mary Day 
The author is an artist and an instructor of 
art at Metropolitan Community College. 

The current exhibition at The Antiquarium 
Gallery will generate much interest among 
the socially conscious and spiritually minded. 
This retrospective of drawings, paintings and 
sculpture by Bill Farmer presents the viewer 
with much to contemplate and consider. 

Highlighting the show are bronze sculp- 
tures completed last summer at Farmer’s 
foundry in Ashland, Nebraska. “The idea of 
taking wax in the hotsummersun and working 
these things...they would collapse under my 
fingers. I wanted to be surprised myself, tosee 
what would come out.” 

Concentrating on the bronzes of 1991, one 
can decipher a direction which speaks of a 
compassionate vision. Formal considerations 
of balance and weight, mass and void, con- 
cave and convex integrate themselves in a 
natural extension of Farmer’s understanding 
of his materials. The meaning in most of these 
forms delivers itself to the viewer holistically. 

Three forms “Ground Spirit called Earth,” 
“Dirt, the Earth Spirit,” and “The Father, the 
Embrace of Silence” are located on the lower 
level of the Antiquarium’s gallery. The taller- 
than-wide proportions of these forms create 
cylinders which would pull the viewer around 
them in a360-degree circle, but the placement 
on pedestals next to the wall prevents 
these pieces from being fully experi- 
enced in the round. There is a chal- 
lenge in wondering about the hollow 
in each cylinder; a space which is 
now contained by the meaning in- 
scribed in the cylinder. “The Father, 
the Embrace of Silence” tells of a 
space which is “protected” by this 
form’s armor of strips. “Dirt, the 
Earth Spirit” tells of a space which is 
“honored” with this forms copper 
body and bronzecrown, and “Ground 
Spirit called Earth” of a space which 
is “revered,” with its subtle forms 
and reference to front and back. 

Also on this floor is “The Ascen- 
sion,” an interesting collage of mate- 
rials which serves to remind us that 
the key to the ascension is the Cross. 
The contrast of materials is intrigu- 
ing, yet the literalness of the message 
takes precedence over any visual sum- 
ming of the parts. 

Proceeding upstairs, we come 
upon “The Resurrection.” The small 
scale inversely amplifies this piece’s 
meaning. There is a satisfying ten- 
sion created between the figure rais- 
ing himself and then elevating the 
earth. The handling of material di- 
rectly communicates the pulling and 
tugging of struggle. As we meta- 
. phorically witness Christ’s struggle, we have 

the possibility of knowing our own, and know- 
ing we are not alone. 


It is in this abil- 
ity to communi- 
cate empathy we 
find Bill Farmer at 
his best. “The 
Wreck called 
World” is an ex- 
ceptional  ex- 
ample. Its lumpy 
form tells of the 
love of its making. 
The balance of 
concave and con- 
vex spaces inform 
the viewer’s sensi- 
bility. Dense in its 
containment, “The 
Wreck called 
World” exudes a 
presence and spa- 
ciousness. The 
form is its content. 

Pieces such as 
“T wrestled my 
Angel Day after 
Day, Never Know- 
ing...” and “Faces 
of Anguish, They 
both realized 
‘they’ were going 
to kill him” tell of 
Farmer’s concern 
for the oppressed, and all the oppressors. The 
questions of conscience to which these pieces 
lead us include what is life about, and what 
can free will mean? Farmer says, “If it’s 
Spiritual and religious at the same time, there 
may be something to it.” 

On a paper cabinet upstairs are five more 
sculptures from this past summer. Among this 
group is “Mary, The First Cosmonaut,” a little 
face set in a bulky bronze figure suspended 
against a thin backing of stainless steel. The 
bronze itself repeats concave depressions to 
create a rhythm and movement for the eye. 
She seems to hold hope as her face forms to 
peer out at us. 

The remaining sculptures Farmer com- 
pleted this summer are among a larger group 
of earlier pieces. “Flight at Rest” and “Bird at 
Rest” seem to work together. “Don’t Kill my 
Children” reveals two figures, one standing 
and one kneeling, and calls to mind the drama 
ofsorrow and forgiveness found in the story of 
the return of the prodigal son. “Dialogue” has 
two forms balanced, and tells of the comple- 
mentary relationship of give and take. “The 
Spirit Comforter” is a hooded form gently 
holding a mystery, posing a question, rather 
than providing an answer. 


Bill Farmer provides us with a window to’ 


a world of contemplation and wonder..As 
viewers we are challenged to engagé our 
senses, and meditate upon this mystery which 
he helps make visible to us. 

Farmer’s retrospective continues at the 
Antiquarium through January 15, 1992. 


"I wrestled my Angel Day after Day, Never Knowing..." 
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from the Sustainable Agriculture Coalition 

In response to widespread complaints from 
farmers and sustainable agriculture organiza- 
tions, Congress approved measures that clarify 
and correct a number of conservation provi- 
sions in the 1990 Farm Bill. The language 
passed in the closing hours before the Thanks- 
giving recess as a part of a bill making tech- 
nical corrections to the 1990 legislation. 

The corrections were necessary to clarify 
Congress’ Farm Bill directives to the US 
Department of Agriculture, which adminis- 
ters the programs. Farmer participation in a 
number of conservation programs was 
thwarted this year by USDA’s misinterpreta- 
tion of the law and lack of program informa- 
tion and training at the county level. 


IFMPO Clarified 


The bill clarifies several disputed aspects 
of the Integrated Farm Management Program 
Option (IFMPO), a voluntary farm program 
flexibility option designed to help farmers 
establish diversified crop rotations and meet 
conservation goals by reducing program pen- 
alties assessed against sustainable practices. 
The IFMPO enables farmers to improve re- 
source stewardship by providing farm pro- 
gram payments on conserving crops and by 
allowing some harvesting on set-aside acres. 

“The corrections and clarifications to the 
Farm Bill should put to rest the major difficul- 
ties farmers have faced with IFMPO program 
rules,” said Sustainable Agriculture Coalition 
Washington representative Ferd Hoefner. “We 
are now quite hopeful that the Department of 
Agriculture will become more active in imple- 
menting the intent of Congress and encourag- 
ing farmers to use this important sustainable 
agriculture option.” 

The new bill specifies that up to 5 million 
acres may be enrolled in the program each 
year, with an overall goal of 15 to 25 million 
acres by 1995. The administration had inter- 
preted the 1990 law as allowing only 1 million 
acres per year to be enrolled. 

The ainendments also specify that farmers 
with “traditionally underplanted acres” — 
land that remains as part of program crop base 
acreage while being planted to non-program 
crops, but is ineligible for payment — may 
assign these acres to their “triple base” or 
“normal flex acres.” This clarification as- 
sures farmers participating in IFMPO that 
they will not lose payments available to non- 
participants in similar circumstances. The 
administration had interpreted the 1990 law to 
require that IFMPO farmers be doubly penal- 
ized by losing payments on underplanted 
acres as well as on triple base acres. 

Congress also clarified its intent that le- 
gumes and grasses used as conserving crops in 
IFMPO may be harvested for seed from both 
payment acres and set-aside acres. The lan- 
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guage also makes clear that existing stands of 
conserving crops may be entered into IFMPO 
without requiring plow down and replanting. 
In bothcases, the administration had misinter- 
preted the 1990 law to, in most instances, not 
allow these practices. 

“Maximum flexibility has been restored to 
the IFMPO,” said Juliet Tomkins, attorney 
with the Farmers Legal Action Group who has 
worked closely with farmers attempting to 
enroll in the IFMPO. According to Tomkins, 
the next urgent issue is to get the program and 
its practical uses better known in the county 
ASCS, SCS, and Extension offices. “One of 
the biggest problems in last year’s sign-up 
was ignorance of the program on the part of 
county and state office staff,” Tomkins said. 
“If the Department now moves quickly to 
improve training and clarify rules, the process 
should be much less frustrating for farmers 
this time around.” 

Despite the confusion over IFMPO rules 
and the low profile given the program by 
USDA, 56,000 acres were nonetheless en- 
rolled in the program in 1991. Sign-up for 
1992 extends from February 10 through April 
17. 


CRP Option improved 

The technical corrections bill also im- 
proves new options related to the Conserva- 
tion Reserve Program (CRP). The 1990 Farm 
Bill allows farmers to enter contour grass 
Strips and grass waterways into the CRP with- 
out enrolling the entire field. Grazing is al- 
lowed if it is incidental to the gleaning of crop 
residues on the surrounding field. In those 
cases, a modest payment reduction may be 
required. The technical correction specifies 
that such grazing may occur anytime after the 
harvest of the grain crop on the surrounding 
field. 

“Extensive enrollment of grass strips and 
waterways, as wellas filterstrips, windbreaks, 
and shelterbelts, will ensure that the remain- 
ing acres eligible for CRP will produce the 
maximum conservation bang for the buck,” 
said Hoefner. “The addition of more attractive 
grazing allowances should encourage greater 
enrollment in these special CRP uses.” 


FmHA Soil and Water Loan Program 
Replaced 


Elsewhere in the bill, Congress reestab- 
lishes its intent that the major revision of the 
Farmers HomeAdministration’s Soil and Water 
Loan Program incorporated into last year’s 
Farm Bill replaces the existing program. Soil 
and Water Program loans are available in 
amounts up to $50,000 to FmHA-eligible 
borrowers who need financing to implement 
sustainable agriculture or other conservation 
and water quality practices. Congress has 
appropriated $5.5 million in loan funds for 


Fiscal Year 1992. 

The Sustainable Agriculture Coalition , a 
group of a dozen midwestern organizations 
working to advance sustainable Agriculture 
policy, spearheaded the efforts to pass these 
Provisions (among others) into the 1900 Farm 
Billandto amend them in this year’s technical 
corrections bill. 

Ifyou would like to speak with farmers who 
enrolledin the IFMPO in 1991 or who wanted 
to use the program but were discouraged from 
doing so, call Marta Cleaveland at 202-547- 
5754 for names and numbers. 


Sustainable 
Options Hotline 


Anational Sustainable Options Hotline 
is being started by the Center for Rural 
Affairs to assist farmers and ranchers 
who want to take advantage of the new 
Sustainable farm program options en- 
acted in the 1990 Farm Bill. 


The Sustainable Options Hotline 
number is 402-846-5428. 

‘The national hotline will provide 
counseling for farmers and ranchers 
wishing to enroll in the Integrated 
Farm Management Program and/or the 
Water Quality Incentives Program. 


Assistance will also be available 
for those farmers interested in enroll- 
ing field windbreaks, grass waterways 
and contour grass strips in the Conser- 
vation Reserve Program or making 


farm program base adjustments fur 
environmental purposes. 


The Sustainable Options Hotline is 
a service of the Center for Rural Af- 
fairs in cooperation with the Sustain- 
able Agriculture Working Group, a 
grass roots network of sustainable ag- 
riculture, environmental, church, ru- 
ral and food organizations. 


A Farm Program Options Guide is 
also available for $3.00 from the Cen- 
ter for Rural Affairs. Prepared by the 
Sustainable Agriculture Working 
Group in January 1991, the guide ex- 
plains the 1990 Farm Billincentives to 
practice sustainable agriculture. It can 
be ordered from the Center for Rural 
Affairs at PO Box 406, Walthill, Ne- 
braska, 68067. 


The Center for Rural Affairs is a 
private non-profit research and advo- 
cacy organization based in Northeast 
Nebraska. 
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In Spite of Public Skepticism and Congressional Findings 


Media's Strange Rage for Silence about Assassination 


by Carl Oglesby 
The author is a writer and researcher living 
in the Boston area. 

Insight Features 

Oliver Stone’s current film, “JFK,” deal- 
ing with the assassination of President John F. 
Kennedy, was released December 20, 1991,but 
well before its release the projett ‘trad been 
sharply attacked by journalists who ordinarily 
could not care less what Hollywood has tosay 
about such great events as the Dealey Plaza 
shooting of November 22, 1963. 

The attack on Stone has enlisted (a) the 
Boston Globe (editorial), the Boston Herald, 
the Washington Post, the Chicago Tribune, 
and Time magazine, and several other outlets 
were known to have been prowling the “JFK” 
set for angles. The intensity of this interest 
contrasts sharply with 1979, when the House 
Assassinations Committee published its find- 
ing of probable conspiracy in the JFK assas- 
sination, and the mass media reacted with one 
day of headlines and then a long, bored yawn. 

How are we to understand this strange 
inconsistency? It is, of course, dangerous to 
attack the official report of a congressional 
committee; better to let it die a silent death. 
But a Hollywood film cannot be ignored; a 
major production by a leading director must 
be discredited, and if it can be done before the 


film is even made, so much the better. 


Garrison’s Case 


“JFK” is based chiefly on Louisiana Judge 
Jim Garrison’s 1988 memoir, On the Trail of 
the Assassins (New York: Sheridan Square 
Press), in which Garrison tells of his frustrated 
attempts to expose the conspiracy that he (and 
the vast majority of the American people) 
believes responsible for the murder at Dealey 
Plaza. 

Garrison has argued since 1967 that Oswald 
was telling the truth when he called himself a 
“patsy.” He believes that JFK was killed and 
Oswald framed by a rightwing “parallel gov- 
emment” seemingly much like “the Enter- 
prise” discovered in the Iran-contra scandal in 
the 1380s and currently being rediscovered in 
the emerging BCCI scandal. 

The conspirators of 1963, Garrison has 
theorized, grew alarmed at JFK’s moves to- 
ward de-escalation in Vietnam, normalization 
of U.S. relations with Cuba, and dtente with 
the Soviet Union. They hit upon a violent but 
otherwise easy remedy for the problem of 
JFK’s emerging pacifism, Garrison believes, 
in the promotion by crossfire of Vice Presi- 
dent Lyndon Johnson. 

Stone hardly expected a movie with such a 


was startled to find himself under sharp attack 
while “JFK” was still being filmed. “Since 
when are movies judged,” he said angrily, 
“sight-unseen, before completion and on the 
basis of a pirated first-draft screenplay?” 


The Ignorant Critics 


The first out of his corner was Jon Margolis, 
asyndicated Chicago Tribune columnist who 
assured his readers in May, when Stone had 
barely begun filming in Dallas, that “JFK” 
would prove “an insult to the intelligence” 
and “decency” (“JFK Movie and Book At- 
tempt to Rewrite History,” May 14, p. 19). 
Margolis had not seen one page of the first- 
draft screenplay (now in its sixth draft), but 
even so he felt qualified to warn his readers 
that Stone was making not just a bad movie 
but an evil one. “There is a point,” Margolis 
fumed, “at which intellectual myopia be- 
comes mora‘ly repugnant. Mr Stone’s new 
movie proves that he has passed that point. 
But then so has [producer] Time- Warner and 
so will anyone who pays American money to 
see the film.” 

What bothered Margolis so much about 
“JFK” 1s that it is based on Garrison, whom 
Margolis described as “bizarre” for having “in 
1969 [1967 actually] claimed that the assassi- 
nation of President Kennedy was a conspiracy 


by some officials of the Central 

Intelligence Agency.” 

Since Margolis and other critics of the 
“JFK” project are getting their backs up about 
facts, it is important to note here that this is not 
at all what Garrison said. In two books and 
countless interviews, Garrison has argued that 
the most likely incubator of an anti-JFK con- 
spiracy was the cesspool of Mafia hit men 
assembled by the CIA in its now-infamous 
Operation Mongoose, its JFK-era program to 
murder Fidel Castro. 

But Garrison also rejects the theory that the 
Mafia did it by itself, a theory promoted 
mainly by G. Robert Blakey, chief counsel of 
the House Assassinations Committee (HAC) 
of 1978 and co-author (with HAC writer 
Richard Billings) of The Plot to Kill the 

President (New York: Times Books, 1981). 
“If the Mafia did it,” 

Garrison told this reporter, “why did the 
government so hastily abandon the investiga- 
tion? Why did it become so eagerly the chief 
artist of the cover-up?” 

More important, Garrison’s investigation 
of Oswald established that this presumed 
iefiwing ioner was associated in the period 
just before the assassination with three indi- 
viduals who had clear ties to the CIA and its 

Continued on page 12 


About Clay Shaw 


It is true that Garrison could not convince the New Orleans jury that Shaw had 
a motive to conspire against JFK. (Editor's note: The Shaw jury was convinced, 
accordinig to a poll taken after the verdict, that there was a conspiracy to kill 
JFK.) This isbecause he could not prove that Shaw wasa ClAagent. Had Garrison 
been able to establish a Shaw link to the CIA, then JFK’s adversarial relationship 
with the CLA-Mafia assassination plots against world leaders (known as Task 
Force W, the hit squad targeted Castro and others) would have become material 
and a plausible Shaw motive might have come into focus. But in 1975, six years - 
after Shaw’s acquittal and a year after his death, a CIA headquarters staff officer, . 
Victor Marchetti, disclosed that Garrison was right, that Shaw, and Ferrie as well, 
were indeed connected to the CIA. Marchetti further revealed that CIA Director *.. 
Richard Helms -- a supporter of the CLA-Mafia plots against Castro -- had 
committed the CIA to helping Shaw in his trouble with Garrison. What the CLA 
might have done in this regard is not known, but Marchetti’s revelation gives us 
every reason to presuppose a C1A hand in the wrecking of Garrison’s case against 
Shaw. 

George Lardner is not impressed by the proof of a CIAconnection to Shaw. He “¥e 
responds dismissively that Shaw’s CIA position was only that of informant: Shaw, “x: 
he writes, “was a widely traveled ‘ 

businessman who had occasional contacts with the CIA’s Domestic Contact 
Service. Does that make him an assassin?” Of course not, and Garrison never 
claimed it did. But it certainly does -- or ought to -- stimulate an interest in Shaw’s ‘F%, 
relationship to Oswald and Ferrie. Is it not strikingly at variance with the Warren 
Commission’s lone-nut theory of Oswald to find him circulating within a CIA 
orbit in the months just ahead of the assassination? Why is Lardner so hot to turn 
away from this evidence? we 

How fascinating, moreover, that Lardner should claim with such an air of e 
finality to know all about Shaw’s ties to the CIA, since a thing like thiscouldonly § 
be known for a certainty to a highly placed CIA officer. And if Lardner is not 4, 
(mirabile dictu) himself an officer of the CIA, then all he can plausibly claim to = 
know about Shaw is what the CLA chooses to tell him. Has George Lardner not 
heard that the CIA lies? 


Cae ners 
oT ee : 


_”. . Ted Spiegel/Black Star 
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Without Reo 


by Ronnie Dugger 

The author is the publisher of the Texas 
Observer,and the author of LBJ biography, 
The Politician: The Life and Times of 
Lyndon Johnson. 

Crossfire: The Plot that killed Kennedy 
by Jim Marrs 

New York:Carroll & Graff Publishers, Inc., 
1989 Clothbound and paperback 

The Federal government methodically and 
systematically lied to the world about who 
killed President Kennedy and how they killed 
him. That appalling fact, which has long been 
manifest to most people who are well-in- 
formed on the subject, among whom I number 
myself, has shadowed our collective life fora 
quarter of a century. 

The large consequence which followed on 
the lie most closely was the permanent distor- 
tion of the 1963 assassination in history. Be- 
ing big and impressively elaborated, the lie 
was respectable, and even to approach the 
truth, that President Kennedy was ambushed 
in a crossfire, that there had to be at least two 
shooters, and that this meant there could well 
have been a large, politically-motivated con- 
Spiracy, was long regarded by conventional 
minds, which after all are in the majority, as 
nuts. 

But the lie has had much larger conse- 
quences far from the center of itself, conse- 
quences which have eaten away at our na- 
tional vitals in hiddenly-working ways, mak- 
ing some of us spasmodically furious, and 
some of us paranoid and some of us contemp- 
tuous of even the hope that virtue still abides 
in our governmental center. The lie was the 
hidden genesis of President Johnson’s cred- 
ibility gap, and it is the original enduring 
cause of our seeping loss of our collective 
confidence in ourselves. Our country has never 
been the same and never will be. 

At the outset of this book review, I suggest 
that we try once and for all to revise our 
mindsets on the Kennedy assassination. There 
is persuasive hard evidence that Lee Harvey 
Oswald was framed. We should accept this as 
quite possible. In 1978 the otherwise almost 
worthless re-investigation of the assassina- 
tion by a House select committee concluded, 
on the basis of newly-discovered acoustical 
evidence, that at least four shots were fired 
and, given the known number of seconds 
during which they were fired and the kind of 
tifle Oswald was alleged to have fired, that 
therefore President Kennedy “was probably 
assassinated as a result of a conspiracy.” Let 
us begin, responding to Jim Marrs’ 625-page 
book, with the presumption that there was a 
conspiracy, and not with the presumption that 
Oswaldand only Oswald shot Kennedy. One’s 
mind-set on which of these presumptions to 
admit into one’s thinking determines there 
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who, on this subject, is respectable and who is 
not. 

Having meditated on the assassination 
across 28 years — hearing again the sounds 
of firing I heard, seeing again the sights I saw 
in Dealey Plaza as the press bus sped through 
it; staying on in Dallas reporting, reporting, 
reporting on what happened; poring befuddled 
over the 26 volumes of the Warren Report; 
talking excitedly to thousands of people about 
it until finally in quest of calmness I set myself 
a rule not to talk about it at all; interviewing 
more people; reading many, but far from all, 
and reviewing some, of the books about it — 
I wish to make asecond preliminary point. On 
this subject you either are or are not a sucker 
for the government’s original lies. The gov- 
ernment lied to us and has not corrected its lies 
— indeed, the government keeps the body of 
the unjiggered evidence locked away from us 
still. Who, then, shall we thank for our collec- 
tive arrival, confirmed in many public opin- 
ion polls, at the conclusion that Kennedy was 
killed by conspirators? We must thank the 
citizens who have refused to accept the gov- 
ernments lies and have worked to find and 
publish whatever parts of the truth they can 
find. The fact that these citizens have included 
some crazies, and some writers who don’t 
know the difference between a suspicion and 
a fact, and some propagandists who are more 
interested in their own screeds than in what 
happened, is there, but it is not here. Generally 
speaking, the nation is in the debt of “the 
conspiracy theorists,” and the “assassination 
buffs”, for what hesitant progress we have 
made during the last quarter century toward 
healing the gaping wound left by the enor- 
mous lie that was plunged into us. 


Marrs' Premises 


Jim Marrs provides an effective overview 
of his book in his essay published in this issue 
of the Observer. 

He does not know who killed Kennedy; no 
one who has written a book about the subject 
does. One should keep that fact not only in 
one’s mind but foremost there. 

Marrs dismisses the possibilities that Castro 
or the Soviets killed Kennedy. I think Marrs is 
wrong in doing that. Kennedy was trying to 
kill Castro (as President Johnson exclaimed to 
me outright in the White House); tit-for-tat, 
get-him-before-he-gets-me, is at least as plau- 
sible a motive for killing Kennedy as many 
others that are postulated, and anyone famil- 
iar with the history of the KGB would not put 
murdering an American President past it. 

Marrs also plays lightly on, and by impli- 
cation dismisses, as sources of plausible lead- 
ing suspects, local Dallas law-enforcement 
authorities and hard-right-wing wealthy per- 
sonages in private life. Absent proof of who 


pening Investigation 


did it—- absent what Bill Alexander of the 
Dallas District Attorney’s office once charac- 
terized to me as “the greasy thumbprint” that 
the prosecutor is really looking for — I be- 
lieve Marrs is wrong in that, too. 

To summarize my own overall conceptual 
approach to the assassination, as it has evolved, 
in a sentence: Five or six political groups 
could have been the source of the conspiracy 
to kill Kennedy, and I can make a very plau- 
sible case for each of them, but they are 
mutually exclusive possibilities. Marrs takes 
an opposite approach toward the same evi- 
dence and considerations.In effect declaring 
his belief in a high level domestic conspiracy 
and his disbelief in either an international or 
a low-level domestic conspiracy he argues 
that the leading suspects are the FBI, the CLA, 
the U.S. military and the mob, and that since 
the first three work together all the time and 
the Mob has worked with the CLA, elements 
of all of them might have done it. For reasons 
of caution and probity stubbornly rooted in 
the presumption of innocence, I definitely 
prefer my approach — hey, I want proof —but 
there is something to be said for Marrs’ ap- 
proach, too. What he has done, as he writes, is 
give us a work that is “a distillation of the 
numerous documentaries that have been pro- 
duced over the years.” That is a useful service. 
In Crossfire he ranges as persuasively as he 
can across all the suspicions, and the grounds 
for suspicions, that are subsumed under his 
four groups of principal suspects, never choos- 
ing among them on the ground that they could 
have acted together. That is an exercise worth 
the time it takes. For instance, considering the 
persuasive indications (although nohard proof) 
that Oswald was an agent, quite possibly a 
paid one, of the U.S. government, which 
Marrs marshals, the author’s bias in favor of 
a domestic conspiracy does not lack founda- 
tion. Marrs also suspects that Johnson had 
some role in the assassination, but disallows 
the idea that he was the source ofit, saying, to 
wit:”most serious students of the assassina- 
tion cannot discount the idea that Johnson, in 
some way, played a role in the Dallas tragedy 
— But did Johnson really have enough power 
to initiate the assassination and force literally 
dozens of government officials and agents to 
lie and cover up that fact? Probably not.” But 
the last words of the book are these:”One can 
almost hear the sad spirit of John F. Kennedy 
whispering from Dealey Plaza: Et tu, 
Lyndon?” 


Yarborough Contradicts 


As with any widely-ramifying murder, the 
substance of this subject is in the details; to 
experience Marrs’ book you must read it. 
Here I shall limit myself, for examples of the 
details which Marrs has recounted, to a few 


Page 11 


matters of primary importance. 

Being the Democratic U.S. Senator from 
Texas, Ralph Yarborough was riding in the 
presidential motorcade in the limousine with 
Vice President Johnson and Mrs. Johnson. In 
an interview with Marrs (and in others with 
me, which I have not yet published), 
Yarborough backed up Kenneth O’Donnell 
and others who said the car bearing the 
Kennedys and John Connally paused after the 
firing began — that its rear brake lights blinked 
on — that it slowed, agonizingly slowed, 
perhaps to a stop, and did not accelerate until 
after Kennedy’s head was blown off. 

You will recall the tale of the heroism of 
Secret Service agent Rufus Youngblood. 
Riding in the front seat of the Johnson- 
Yarborough car, Youngblood said, “I stepped 
over into the back seat and sat on top of the 
Vice President,” protecting him from the gun- 
fire. President Johnson told the Warren Com- 
mission: “Agent Youngblood tured ina flash, 
immediately after the first explosion — I was 
pushed down by Agent Youngblood — he 
vaulted over the back seat and sat on me. I was 
bent over under the weight of Agent 
Youngblood’s body, toward Mrs. Johnson and 
Senator Yarborough.” Johnson wrote later: 
“Agent Youngblood’s quick reaction was as 
brave an act as I have ever seen anyone 
perform.” 

“It just didn’t happen,” Yarborough told 
Marrs (as Yarborough has also told me). It was 
a small car. Johnson was a big man, tall. His 
knees were up against his chin as it was. There 
was no room for that to happen.” Johnson and 
Youngblood both ducked down. Yarborough 
said, and Youngblood never left the front 
seat.Think this over. Meditate on it, a long 
time. 

Meditate additionally on the following. 
Yarborough also said that Youngblood had 
held asmall walkie-talkie over the back of the 
car’s seat and that Youngblood and Johnson 
had both put their ears to it. “They had it 
turned down real low”, he told Marrs. “I 
couldn’t hear what they were listening to.” 
Marrs does not say when Yarborough said this 
was occurring, but the senator told me it was 
happening as they were being driven along 
before the shooting began. 

One must conclude from Yarborough’s fur- 
ther remarks that his testimony was not wel- 
come at the Warren Commission. The United 
States senator from Texas from 1957 through 
1971, Yarborough told Marrs that in the sum- 
mer of 1964: 

“After I wrote them [the Warren Commis- 
sion], you see, a couple of fellows came to see 
me. They walked in like they were a couple of 
deputy sheriffs and I was a bank robber. I 
didn’t like their attitude. As a senator, I felt 
insulted. They went off and wrote up some- 
thing and brought it back for me to sign. But 
I refused. I threw it in the drawer and let it lay 
there for weeks. And they had on there the last 
sentence which stated, “this is all I know 
about the assassination.” They wanted me to 
sign this thing, then say this is all I know. Of 
course, I would never have signed it. 

“Finally, after some weeks, they began to 
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Continued from previous page 
anti-Castro operations, namely, Clay Shaw, 
David Ferrie, and Guy Banister. 

Garrison did not draw a conclusion from 
Oswald’s ties to these men. Rather he main- 
tains that their presence in Oswald’s story at 
such a time cannot be presumed innocuous 
and dismissed out of hand. The Assassinations 
Committee itself confirmed and puzzled over 
these ties in 1978, and even Blakey, a fierce 
rival of Garrison, accepts their central impor- 
tance in the explanation of Oswald’s role. 


Lardner Grinds His Axe 


The most serious attacks against the “JFK” 
project are those of the Washington Post’s 
George Lardner, perhaps the dean of the Wash- 
ington intelligence press corps. Lardner cov- 
ered the Warren Commission during the 1960s, 
at one point ran a special Post investigation of 
the case, and covered the House Select Com- 
mittee on Assassinations in the late 1970s. 

Lardner’s May 19 article on the front page 
of the Sunday Post “Outlook” section, “On 
the Set: Dallas in Wonderland,” ran to almost 
seven column feet, and by far the greater part 
of that was dedicated to the contemptuous 
dismissal of any thought that Garrison has 
made a positive contribution to this case. 
Stone must be crazy too, Lardner seemed tobe 
saying, to be taking a nut like Garrison so 
seriously. 

And yet Lardner’s particulars are oddly 
strained. Lardner wrote. for example. that the 
Assassinations Committee “may have” heard 
testimony linking Oswald with Ferrie and 
Ferrie with the CLA. Lardner knows very well 
that the committee did hear such testimony, 
no maybes about it, and that it found this 

testimony convincing. Then Lardner im- 
plicitly denied that the committee heard such 
testimony at all by adding grotesquely that it 
“may also have” heard no such thing. Why 
does Lardner want unwary readers to think 
that the well-established connections between 
Oswald, Ferrie, and the CIA exist only in 
Garrison’s imagination? 

Lardner stooped toa still greater deception 
with respect to the so-called “three tramps,” 
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and Silence 


the men who were arrested in the railroad yard 
just north of Dealey Plaza right after the 
shooting and taken to the police station, but 
then released without being identified. Lardner 
knows that there is legitimate concern about 
these men. For one thing, they were in exactly 
the area from which about half of the Dealey 
Plaza eyewitnesses believed shots were fired. 
For another, they do not look like-ordinary 
tramps. Photos show that their clothing and 
shoes were unworn and that they were freshly 
shaved and barbered. But Lardner waved 
aside the question of their disappeared identi- 
ties with a high-handed ad hominem sniff that, 
even if the police had taken their names, those 
who suspect a conspiracy “would just insist 
the men had lied about who they were.” 

Lardner next poked fun at the pirated first- 
draft version of Stone’s screenplay for sug- 
gesting that as many as five or six shots might 
have been fired in Dealey Plaza. “Is this the 
Kennedy assassination,” Lardner chortled, 
“or the Charge of the Light Brigade?” As 
though only the ignorant could considera fifth 
or even, smirk, a sixth shot realistic. 

But here is what the House Assassinations 
Committee’s final report said on page 68 
about the number of shots detected on the 
famous acoustics tape: “Six sequences of 
impulses that could have been caused by a 
noise such as gunfire were initially identified 
as having been transmitted over channel 1 [of 
police radio]. Thus, they warranted further 
analysis.” The committee analyzed only four 
of these impulses because (a) it was short of 
funds and time when the acoustics tape was 
discovered, (b) the im pulses selected for analy- 
sis conformed to timing sequences of the 
Zapruder film, and (c) any fourth shot estab- 
lished a second gun and thus a conspiracy. All 
four of these impulses turned out to be shots. 
Numbers one and six remain to be analyzed. 
That is, the acoustics evidence shows that 
there were at least four shots and perhaps as 
many as six. 

Lardner’s most interesting error is his 
charge that “JFK” mis-states the impact of the 
assassination on the growth of the Vietnam 
war. No doubt Stone’s first-draft screenplay 


Crossfire Review from page 11 


bug me. ‘You’re holding this up, you’re hold- 
ing this up,’ they said, demanding that I sign 
the report. So I typed one up myself and put 
basically what I told you about how the cars all 
stopped. I put in there, ‘I don’t want to hurt 
anyone’s feelings, but for the protection of 
future presidents, they should be trained to 
take off when a shot is fired.’ Isent that over.” 

Marrs added: Yarborough also was shocked 
to find that all vital assassination information 
was sent to President Johnson before it ever 
went to the Warren Commission or even At- 
torney General Robert Kennedy.” 


Dallas DA: Three Calls From White 
House 


In the Dallas News the morning after the 
historic murder of John Kennedy, Dallas DA 


Henry Wade was quoted stating that prelimi- 
nary reports indicated that more than one 
person were involved in the shooting. But 
Wade then immediately reversed himself and 
(obviously long before he could know that it 
was true) told the press that the still-living 
Oswald did it alone. Why? Years later Wade 
was quoted as stating: 

“Cliff Carter, President Johnson’s aide, 
called me three times from the White House 
that Friday night. He said that President John- 
son felt any word of aconspiracy — some plot 
by foreign nations — tokill President Kennedy 
would shake our nation to its foundations — 
Washington’s word to me was that it would 
hurt foreign relations if I alleged a conspiracy 
— whether I could prove it ornot, I would just 
charge Oswald with plain murder and go for 


telescoped events in suggesting that LBJ be- 
gan escalating the Vietnam war the second 
day after Dallas. Quietly and promptly, how- 
ever, LBJ did indeed stop the military build- 
down that JFK had begun; and as soon as LBJ 
won the 1964 election as the peace candidate, 
he started taking the lid off. Motivated by a 
carefully staged pretext, the Gulf of Tonkin 
“incident,” the bombing of North Vietnam 
began in February 1965. It is puzzling to see 
such a sophisticated journalist as Lardner 
trying to finesse the fact that Kennedy was 
moving toward 

de-escalation when he was killed and that 
the massive explosion of the U.S. war effort 
occurred under Johnson. In this sense, it is not 
only reasonable but necessary to see the JFK 
assassination as a major turning point in the 
war. 

Strangest of all is that Lardner himself has 
come to believe ina Dealey Plaza conspiracy, 
admitting that the Assassinations Committee’s 
findings in this respect “still seem more plau- 
sible than any of the criticisms” and subse- 
quently restating the point in a tossed-off 
“acknow iedgment that a probable conspiracy 
took place.” 

The reader will search Lardner’s writing in 
vain, however, for the slightest elaboration of 
this point even though it is obviously the crux 
of the entire debate. My own JFK file, for 
example, contains 19 clippings with Lardner’s 
byline and several Washington Post clippings 
by other writers from the period in which the 
Assassinations Committee announced its con- 
spiracy findings. The only piece I can find 
among these that so much as whispers of 
Support for the committee’s work was written 
by myself and Jeff Goldberg (“Did the Mob 
Kill Kennedy?” Washington Post Outlook 
section, February 25, 1979). 

Ifthe Warren critics were a mere handful of 
quacks jabbering about UFOs, as Lardner 
insinuates, one might understand the venom 
he and other mainstreamers bring to this 
debate. 

But this is simply not the case. The Post’s 
own poll shows that 56 percent of us — 75 
percent of those with an opinion -- believe a 
conspiracy was afoot at Dallas. And it was the 
U.S. Congress, after a year-long, $4 million, 


the death penalty. SoI went down to the Police 
Department at City Hall to see Captain Fritz 
— to make sure the Dallas police didn’t 
involve any foreign country in the assassina- 
tion.” 

Citing work by the late Bernard 
Fensterwald, Marrs also informs us that in an 
internal Warren Commission memorandum 
of Feb. 17, 1964, Melvin Eisenberg recorded 
that Earl Warren had told his fellow commis- 
Sioners, regarding how he had been “pres- 
sured” to accept the chairmanship by Presi- 
dent Johnson, that:”The President stated 
that...some rumors went so far as attributing 
the assassination to a faction within the gov- 
ernment wishing the presidency assumed by 
President Johnson. Others, if not quenched, 
could conceivably lead the country into a war 


January 3, 1992 


expert investigation, that concluded, “Presi- 
dent John F. Kennedy was probably assassi- 
nated as a result of a conspiracy.” 


The Reluctant Media 


So what is it with the American news media 
and the JFK murder? Why donormally skep- 
tical journalists reserve their most hostile 
skepticism for those who have tried to keep 
this case on the national agenda? What is it 
about Dealey Plaza that not even the massive 
disbelief of the American people and the 
imprimatur of the Congress can legitimate 
this issue to the news media? 

As one who has followed this case closely 
and actively for nearly 20 years -- and who has 
often heard the charge of “paranoia” as a 
response to the bill of particulars -- I find it 
increasingly hard to resist concluding that the 
media’s strange rage for silence in this matter 
presents us with a textbook case of denial, 
disassociation, and double-think. I hear frus- 
tration and fear in the reasoning of Lardner 
and Margolis and their comrades who con- 
Stantly erect straw men to destroy and whose 
basic response to those who would argue the 
facts is yet another dose of ad hominem 
character assassination, as we are beholding 
in the media’s response to Stone and Garrison: 

-- Frustration because the media cannot 
stop Stone’s movie from carrying the thesis of 
a JFK conspiracy to a global audience __al- 
ready strongly inclined to believe it. 

-- Fear because the media cannot alto- 
gether suppress a doubt in their collective 
mind that the essential message of “JFK” may 
be correct after ail, and that, if it is, their 
currentre- lationship to the government may 
have to change profoundly. 

And perhaps a touch of shame, too, be- 
cause in the persistence of the mystery of 
JFK’s death, there may be the beginning of an 
insight that the media are staring their own 
greatest failure in the face. 


Reprinted with permission from Lies 
Of Our Times, September 1991, copyright 
(0) 1991 by the Institute for MediaAnalysis, 
Inc. and Sheridan Square Press, Inc. Sub- 
scriptions to LOOT are $2year (U.S.), from 
LOOT, 145 W. 4th St., New York, NY 10012. 


~ He placed emphasis on the quenching of 
rumors and precluding further speculation.” 

Throughout Marrs’ book however, there is 
a serious and pervasive problem: the question 
of the quality of the evidence. 

Trealize that Marrs teaches a course on the 
assassination at the University of Texas at 
Arlington. Nevertheless, his footnoting of his 
book is lamentably insufficient. This is a 
Strange lapse indeed in a work which is meant 
to be an authoritative distillation of the ante- 
cedent assassination books, because the au- 
thenticity, the reliability, of this fact, and this 
one, and that one, and that one over there is the 
very heart of the matter, and the only way for 
a reader to judge the facts is by knowing their 
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“the work of a Jone assassin as claimed by ‘Lyndon 
_ Johnson’s: handpicked Warren Commission. There defi- 
Oe nitely was a conspiracy t that resulted i in the assassination, 

_as well as a demonstrable. conspiracy to prevent the first 
conspiracy from being revealed. Whether these two 
“Conspiracies v were one and the samerem ains to be proven. 

The evidence? os 
The idea that a single assassin perpetrated the assas- 
sination rests entirely on the “single-bullet” theory, to 
wit, that one 6.5-mm copper-jacketed rifle slug fired 
from a sixth-floor window struck Kennedy in the middle 
of his back (at the level of his third thoracic vertebra, 
according .to the autopsy feport), somehow | changed 
direction and turned upwards coming out of the'front of 
his neck near his Adam’s apple, twisted in midair and 
struck Texas Governor John Connolly near his right 
armpit, entered Connally’ s chest shattering his fifth rib 
and sending bullet and bone fragments all over his chest 
cavity, came out near his right nipple and somehow 
managed to strike his right wristbone (one of the densest 
bones ‘in the body) from the top or. anterior side, and 
shattered the wristbone and came out of the wrist tostrike 
Connally i in the left thigh. 
Later that afternoon, a bullet was discovered on a 
Parkland Hospital stretcher which could not be conclu- 
sively connected to Kennedy or Connally, but was pro- 
claimed by the federal government to be the bullet which 
caused the wounds just described. The recovered Slug was 
“pristine,” with 159. of ils original 161 grains of weight 
intact. a ; 
To persons even vaguely familiar. with ballistics or 
“forensic science, this was and is hogwash. Just one-of the 
facts that put the lie to the theory of the Parkland bullet is 
this one: with Conally’ s wrist X-ray available to the public, 
we find more grains of bullet remain in his wrist today than 
are missing from the: slug the government still’ claims 
caused his wrist wound, ae 
If the “single-bullet” theory. collapses, ‘so does the 

“lone-assassin” theory, because a single bolt-action rifle 
_ could not have been fired rapidly enough to hit both 
: coe and Connally within the time span recorded Py 
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First, communists — whether of ‘he Soviet or Cuban stripe 
— had nothing to gain and everything to lose from killing 
President Kennedy. They gained President Lyndon B. Jobn- 
son, @man with far grimmer anti-communist credentials than 
Kennedy, and thereby they ran the risk of another U.S. 
invasion of Cuba, or even World. War IIL. It might be reason- 
able to suspect that the government hid proof of a communist 
plot in 1963-64 to avoid war, but if it had such proofit certainly 
would have leeked it in the early 1970s to regain Support for 
the anti-communist war in Vietnam. 

Furthermore, there is no'solid evidence that either Oswald 
or his executioner Jack Ruby had any connection with U.S. 
communists. Quite the opposite, since both Oswald and Ruby 
can be. connected to CIA-supported anti-Castro Cubans and to 
the FBI. 

So now we, with Oliver Sine, must consider a domestic 
conspiracy —- of conspiracies. Anyone could have: hired 


competent assassins to kill the president, but no one would 
_. have dared move against the chief executive officer without = 
oS firm assurances that there would be no meaningful puesull of 


~ with conflicting shadows, missing fingertips, and an 
Oswald figure that is not proportional with the known 
_ width of the newspaper he is holding, is genuine. Internal 
CIA documents indicate that this film, vital evidence in 
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nt-hired experts have contended that the photo, replete Se 


the case, was in the hands of the CIA's National Photo 


- Interpretation Center the night of the assassination, but 


there has been no official explanation of what may have 


= been done to the film or why. 


= Anote that Lee Harvey Oswald delivered to the Dallas 
FBI office two weeks before the assassination was de- 
stroyed on orders of the chief agent in charge three days 


after Kennedy’s death. Itisstill not know exactly what the 
~ note contained. 


The CIA claimed to have a tape recording of Oswald 


_in the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City, yet FBI agents 


reported that the voice on the tape was not Oswald’s, and 
the CIA destroyed the tape before the Warren Commis- 
sion could clear up the matter. 

The Dallas Police evidence sheet, as presented to the 
American public by the Warren Commission.was altered 

‘to eliminate any reference tothe paraffin test on Oswald’s 
Tight cheek. The results of that test were negative -- 
strong, although not conclusive peootth that he had not fired 
a rifle that day. 

A photograph from Oswald’ s possessions was muti- 
lated, while in the hands of the mn so as to obscure a 
license plate. : 

Among the American citizens who have said they : 


: were intimidated by FBI agents are Jean Hill, Nelson : 


Delgado, Ed Hoffman, Phillip Willis, Roger Craig, Rich- 
ard Carr, and several others. 
Today. the chief suspects in Kennedy’s murder intlude 
the Mafia, the CIA, the FBI and the U.S. Military. These 
four suspects are known to have, or to have had, working 
cooperative relationships. It’s like the story of the blind 
man and the elephant. In looking at the mob, the military, 
or the intelligence agencies, we have been viewing only a 

part of the whole. 

It is now established history that the CIA and the Mafia 
have worked hand in hand on a number of projects, 
including the assassination of national leaders. It is also 
beyonc doubt that “military officer” and “CLA officer” are 
often interchangeable terms. The FBI has been keeping 
tabs on all three of the other suspect groups. Lesser known, 
but well documented, is the fact that some Mafia bosses, 
such as Johnny Roselli, carried military rank and privi- 
leges suns the secret war against Castro in the early 


1960s. 


_Amassive amount of evidence and infonnationt isnow 
available that illuminates the general outline of the plot 


that killed Kennedy. Oliver Stone has looked at this 


material with an open mind. The national and local news 
edia generally have not. S 
It is unfortunate that a. meaningful | look at our recent - 
history has to occur through the oe of a Hollywood ae 
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anderson O’Brien Gallery 
8724 Pacific St.,Omaha. 
Adam Whitney Gallery 
8725 Shamrock Rd., Omaha. 
393-1051 
Antiquarium Gallery 


1215 Harney St., Omaha. 
342-9617 
Through Jan. 15-Bill Farmer. 
Artists’ Cooperative Gallery 
405 S. 11 St., 
Bemis New Gallery 
614 S. 11 St., Omaha. 
341-7130 
Through Jan. S-David Simpson 
Burkholder Project 
719 “P” St, Lincoln. 
477-3305 
Hours: 10-5 p.m., Mon-Sat. 
Cathedral Arts Project 


St. Cecelia’s Cathedral, 701 N. 40 St., 
Omaha. 


558-3100 
Council Bluffs Artist’s Loft 
407 W. Broadway, Council Bluffs. 


Hours: 10 a.m.-5 p.m., Mon.-Fri.; noon-4 
p.m. Sat. 


Creighton Fine Arts Gallery 
Creighton University 
27 & California, Omaha. 
280-2509 


Hours: 10 a.m.-4 p.m., Mon.-Sat.; noon-4 
p.m. Sun. 


Eyesound Gallery 
109 N. 50 St., Omaha. 
553-4432 
Hours: 10 a.m.-5 p.m., Mon-Sat. 
Gallery 72 
2709 | eavenworth, Omaha. 
345-3347 
Garden of the Zodiac 


Old Market Passageway, 1042 Howard St., 
Omaha. 


341-1877 
Haydon Gallery 
335 N. 8 St., Hardy Building, Lincoln. 
4755421 
Hours: 10 a.m.-5 p.m., Mon.-Sat. 
Haymarket Art Gallery 


119 S. 9 St., Lincoln. 
475-1061 
Hours: 10 a.m.-5 p.m., Tues.-Sat. 


Hillmer Art Gallery 


College of St. Mary, 1901 S. 72 St., Omaha. 
399-2621 
Hours: 1 p.m.-5 p.m., daily, except Fri. 
lowa Western Community 
College Fine Arts Gallery 
2700 College Rd., Council Bluffs. 
325-3352 
Jewish Community Center 
333 S. 132 St., Omaha. 
334-8200 


Hours: 8 a.m.- 7 p.m. Sat.; 1 p.m.- 7 p.m. 
Sun. 


Joslyn Art Museum 
2200 Dodge, Omaha. 
342-3300 


Hours: 10 a.m.- 5 p.m., Tues. & Wed., Fri. 
& Sat.; 10 a.m.-9 p.m. Thurs.; 1 p.m.-7 
p.m. Sun. 


Through Jan. 19-Kratky Film: The Art of 
Czechoslavakian Animation. 


Through Jan. 19-Posters of Paris. 1880- 
1900, from the Terry and Louis L. Silver 
Collection. 


Local Artists’ Exchange 


Standard Blue, 1415 Harney, Omaha. 


Hours: 8 a.m.-5 p.m., Mon.-Fri.; noon- 4 
p.m., Sat. & Sun. 


Metro Arts Artspace 
601 S. 16 St., Omaha. 
341-7910 


Hours: 9 a.m.-4 p.m., Mon.-Fri. or by 
appointment. 


Museum of Nebraska Art 
24 & Central Ave., Kearney. 
(308) 234-8559 
Hours: 1 p.m.-5 p.m., Tues.-Sat. 
Jan. 7 through Jan. 24-Francis Kraft 


Jan. 26 through March 6-Prairie Light Arts 
Showcase. 


Passageway Gallery 
417 S. 11 St., Omaha. 
341-1910 


Hours: 11 a.m.-5 p.m., Mon.-Wed.; 11 
a.m.-9 p.m. Thurs,;<EC>Photographer’s 
Gallery, Inc. 


4831 Dodge St., Omaha. 
551-5731 


Hours: 10 a.m.-2 p.m., Mon.- Fri.; 1 p.m.-5 
p.m. Sun.; 


closed Sat.; or by appointment only. 


Sheldon Memorial Art Gallery 
12 & “R” Sts., UNL Campus, Lincoln. 
472-2461 


Hours: Tues. & Wed., 10 a.m.-5 p.m.; Sun. 
2 p.m.-9 p.m.; Thurs.-Sat., 10 a.m.-5 p.m.; 
closed Mon. 


Through Jan. 26-Master of Fine Arts 
Student Biennial. 


Jan. 28 through April 5-A Personal Geom- 
etry: Paintings by Martha Horvay. 


Jan. 29 through April 19-Sheldon Solo: 
Juan Hamilton. 


13th St. Gallery 
1264 S. 13 St., Omaha. 
Hours: 1 p.m.-5 p.m., Fri., Sat., & Sun. 
Sioux City Art Center 
513 Nebraska St., Sioux City, Iowa. 


University of Nebraska at 
Omaha Gallery 


616 S. 11 St. (2nd Floor in CAT Bldng.) 

Hours: 10 a.m.-5 p.m., Mon.-Fri. 

Other Midwest Gallery Listings 
Art Institute of Chicago 

Michigan at Adams St., Chicago, Illinois. 

(312) 443-3600 


Hours: 10:30 a.m.-4:30 p.m., Mon., Wed., 
& Fri.; 10:30 a.m.-8 p.m. Tues.; 10 a.m.-5 
p.m. Sat.; noon-S p.m. Sun. 


Admission: $5, seniors & students $2.50. 
Des Moines Art Center 
4700 Grand Ave., Des Moines, Iowa. 


(515) 277-4405 


Hours: 11 a.m.-5 p.m., Tues. & wed., Fri. 
& Sat.; 11 a.m.-9 p.m. Thurs.; noon-5 p.m. 
Sun.; closed Mon. 


Gallery 306 


102 S. Dakota Ave., Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota. 


The Nelson Atkins Museum of 
Art 


4525 Oak St., Kansas City, Missouri. 
(816) 561-4000 


Hours: 10 a.m.-5 p.m., Tues.-Sat.; 1 p.m.- 
5 p.m. Sun. 


Admission: $4 adults; $1 students. 


Permanent Collection free on Sat. 


The Peace Museum 
430 W. Erie 
Chicago, Illinois 60610 
(312) 440-1860 
The need is still critical for the survival of 
this important, unique, museum. The 
gallery is still closed as they look for 
smaller, more affordable quarters. How- 
ever, Peace Museum Exhibits are still 
traveling across the country. John 
Heartfield’s Photomontages of the Nazi 
Period is currently in New York, and the 
Miami Youth Museum had three exhibits 
for an extended run last summer. They’re 
about to send their exhibit on Dr. Martin 
Luther King Jr. to Arizona State University 
(outside of Phoenix) where the King 
holiday has been a controversial subject. 
Send contributions to the above address to 
help them continue this vital mission. 


Witter Gallery 
609 Cayuga St., Storm Lake, Iowa. 


Calendar Information 
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Note: Information was current as of press 
time, but changes may occur. Call for 


updates. 
Directory of Venues: 


Ballet Omaha, performs at the Orpheum 
Theatre, Omaha, 346-7332. 


Bellevue Little Theatre, 203 W. Mission 
Ave., Bellevue 291-1554, 


Bemis Foundation/New Gallery, 614 S. 11 
St., Omaha. 341-7130. 11 a.m.-5 p.m. daily. 


Blue Barn Theater, 
1258 S. 13 St., Omaha, 345-1576. 


Center Stage, 30 & “Q,” Omaha., 
733-5771. 


Chanticleer Theater, 830 Franklin Ave., 
Council Bluffs, (712) 323-9955. 


Circle Theater, 6064 Maple St., Omaha, 
553-4715. 


Civic Auditorium, 18 & Capitol, Omaha, 
444-4750. 


Creighton University, 
Performing Arts Center, 30 & Burt, 
Omaha. Art Gallery, 27 & California Sts., 
280-2509, 


Emmy Gifford Children’s Theater, 3504 
Center St., Omaha, 345-4849, 


Firehouse Dinner and Theatre, 11 & 
Jackson Sts., Omaha. 346-8833. 


Grande Olde Players, 701 S. 39 St., Omaha. 
345-2462. 


Henry Doorly Zoo, 10 & Deer Park Ave., 
Omaha. 733-8400. 


Howard St. Tavern, 1112 Howard St., Old 
Market, Omaha. 341-0433. 


Joslyn Art Museum, 2200 Dodge St., 
Omaha. 342-3300. 


Mary Riepma Ross Film Theater, Sheldon 
Memorial Art Gallery, 12 & “R” Sts., 
Lincoln. 472-5353. 


Magic Theater, 1417 Farnam St., Omaha. 
346-1227. 


New Cinema, 1514 Davenport St., Omaha. 
346-8033. Film screenings most weekends 
at 5:20, 7:30 & 9:40 Fri. & Sat.; Sun. at 3 
p.m. 


Omaha Civic Auditorium, 18 & Capitol, 
444-4750. 


Omaha Children’s Museum, 500 S. 20 St., 
342-6164. 10 a.m.-5 p.m.,Tues.-Sat.; 1 
p.m.-5S p.m. Sun. 


Omaha Communtiy Playhouse, 69 & Cass 
Sts., 553-0800. 

Omaha Symphony Orchestra, see listings 
for venues, 342-3560. 


Omaha Workshop Theater, 3419 “L” St., 
558-2953. Shows Fri. & Sat. at 8 p.m. 


Opera/Omaha, performs at Orpheum 
Theater, Omaha. 346-0357. 


Orpheum Theater, 409 S. 16 St., Omaha. 
444-4750. 


Peter Kiewit Conference Center, 1313 
Farnam St., Omaha. 


Rosenblatt Stadium, 13 & Bert Murphy Dr., 
Omaha. 734-5271. 


Strauss Performing Arts Center, on the 
UNO campus, 63 & Dodge. 


University of Nebraska at Omaha, 63 & 
Dodge. 


Upstairs Dinner Theater, 221 S. 19 St., 
Omaha. 344-7777. 


Wesley House, African Community 
Theater, 2001 N. 35 St., Omaha. 


Western Heritage Museum, 801 S. 10 St., 
Omaha. 444-5071. 


SPECIAL EVENTS 


V.V.A. Chapter #146 General Membership 
Meetings, 2nd Tues. each month at the 
V.E.W. Post, 33 & Leavenworth Sts., 
Omaha. Call Tom at 453-2568 for info. 


Bisexual Support Group meets 1st Mon. of 
each month, 7 p.m. at the Cornerstone, in 
the upstairs conference room, 640 N. 16 
St.,Lincoln. 


ENVIRONMENT, PEACE & 
SOCIAL JUSTICE 


Earth Day meets every Tues. at Willa 
Cather Branch Library,44 & Center, 
Omaha. 6:30 p.m. 


Ecology Now U.N.O. meets every Sunday 
at 4 p.m. at the Milo Bail Student Center. 


Youth for Peace meets every Wed., 6 p.m. 
upstairs at the Antiquarium, 1215 Hamey, 
Omaha. 


C.L.E.A.N. (Citizens Leading Environ- 
mental Action in Nebraska) meets 1st 
Thurs. each month at Dorothy Lanphier’s, 
5302 Izard, Omaha. 554-1108. 


No-Name Recycling Group meets every 
Sat., 10 a.m.-noon at the First Presbyterian 
Church, 216 S. 34 St. (34 & Farnam), 
Omaha. 


Habitat for Humanity Site Work Oppor- 
tunites: If you can work, call the office, 
457-5657, to find the location of any Tues- 
day (9-3), Saturday (9-3), or Thursday 
(5-8:30) workday. Please schedule ahead if 
you have a group. One big need now is for 
skilled leaders who will gain experience 
through repeated workdays. 


Invite the Habitat fundraising quilt, “Home- 
spun Houses,” to your church or organiza- 
tion and use the opportunity to talk about 
Omaha Habitat and sell tickets. Plan now 
to schedule a date, call Diann Greener at 
the Habitat Office, 457-5657. 


Ongoing: Nebraskans for Peace Health 
Care Signature Campaign. Call 453-0776 
for more info. 


Meeting Jan. 11 of ad hoc group being or- 
ganized by the Omaha Central America Re- 
sponse Team, OCART, to respond to 
appearance in Omaha by Oliver North Jan. 
23 (listed below). Group to meet at the Dor- 
othy Day House, 801 N. 20, Omaha. For 
further information call Marylyn Felion, 
551-5834, or Tim Alexander, 551-8665. 


National Federation of Local Cable Pro- 
grammers. Jan. 18, noon, W. Dale Clark 
Library, Omaha. 


Jan. 19 through Jan. 26-Stop the Death 
Penalty in Nebraska Week: 


Tues., Jan. 21-Lobbying Day in Lincoln, 
8-11 a.m. at the State Capitol, Room 1126. 
For more information, 474-6575. 


Tues., Jan. 21-Write-A-Thon, 7-10 p.m. at 
Augustana Lutheran Church, 38th and 
Lafayette, Omaha. To be a letter writer or 
to sponsor someone else, contact Paul at 
558-7566 right away! 


Thurs., Jan. 23- Bill Pelke of Murder Vic- 
tims Families for Reconciliation will speak 
at Creighton University in Omaha at 7 p.m. 
Admission is free. 


For information about these and other ac- 
tivities that week, call Nebraskans Against 
the Death Penalty, 475-6575 (Lincoln) or 
556-0692 (Omaha). 

An Evening with Lt. Col. Oliver North. 
Jan. 23. Red Lion Main Ballroom in Oma- 
ha 6:30. $19.75 per plate. For information 
call 402-593-0074. 

Sun. Jan. 26-Youth for Peace Anti-Censor- 
ship Workshop at the Antiquarium, 1215 
Harney St., Omaha. 2-6 p.m. 


EXHIBITS & DISPLAYS 


Through Jan 12-Omaha Children’s Mu- 
seum exhibit: Dinamations Real Sea Mon- 
sters-”Dinosaurs” of the Deep. 

Through Feb. 14-Also at the Children’s 
Museum, Where’s Waldo traveling exhibit. 


FILM (Lincoln) 


Mary Riepma Ross Film Theater, Sheidon 
Memorial Art Gallery, Lincoln. 


Thurs., Jan. 2 through Sun., Jan. 5 and 
Thurs., Jan. 9 through Sun., Jan. 12 
”Strangers in Good Company” by Cynthia 


Scott. Screenings at 7 & 9 p.m. Matinees 
on Sat. at 1 & 3 p.m. & on Sun. at3 & 5 
p.m. (No 3 p.m. screening on Sun., Jan 12) 


Thurs. & Fri., Jan. 16 & 17-”Chang: A 
Drama of the Wilderness” by Merian C. 
Cooper & Ernest B. Schoedsack, plus a 
short, “In the Land of the War Canoes by 
Edward S. Curtis. Screenings at 3, 7 & 
9:15 p.m. 


Sun., Jan. 19-”Pathfinder” by Nils Gaup. 
Screenings at 3,5,7 & 9 p.m. 


Thurs., Jan. 23 through Sun., Jan 26 and 
Thurs. Jan. 30 through Sat., Feb. 1-”The 
23rd International Tournee of Animation.” 
Screenings at 7 & 9 p.m. Matinees on Sat. 
at 1 & 3 p.m. & on Sun. at 3 & 5 p.m. 


MUSIC & DANCE (Omaha) 


The Coffee House Series continues this 
winter at the Blue Barn Theater. Every 
Mon. at 8 p.m. the series features original 
material by local acoustic artists. Bring 
your own coffee cup. Call 345-1576 for 
more info. 


New Music Tuesdays. Most Tues, nights the 
Howard Street Tavern features alternative 
music from local and national acts. 


Every Sun. 6-9 p.m.—Omaha International 
Folk Dancers. Grace Lutheran Church, 26 
& Woolworth Sts. Beginners welcome. 


Saddie Creek Bar, Jan. 11, 7-band benefit 
for the Food Bank and Dorothy Day House. 
5 PM. 3 cans of food or $3. Rock'n'roll. No 
minors after 9 PM. 


Feb. 8 Ground Hog Prom. 8:30 PM. $5. 
Livestock Exchange Ballroom, 28 and L. 


_ Cash bar. The Linoma Mashers 


THEATER (Omaha) 


Omaha Community Playhouse. Mainstage: 
Jan. 24 through Feb. 16-“The Mystery of 
Edwin Drood.” 


Emmy Gifford Children’s Theater Jan. 24 
through Feb. 16-“A Woman Called Truth.” 


Firehouse Dinner TheaterJan. 8 through 
March 8-“See How They Run.” 


Center Stage Theater Jan 31 through Feb. 
23-“Do Lord Remember Me” 

Magic Theatre. Jan. ?, TBA, call 402-346- 
1227. “Sound Fields, Are We Hear.” 


14th Annual 


Groundhog Prom 


featuring: 


The Linoma Mashers 


Saturday February 8th 1992, 8:30 p.m. 
Livestock Exchange Ballroom « 28th & L, Omaha « $5 Admission 
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Military Targets Gulf War Concientious Objectors... 


By Colman McCarthy 

Washington — A leader in the business of 
forming consciences has come forward, fi- 
nally, to support a group of conscientious 
objectors to the Gulf War. 

Archbishop John Roach of Minneapolis- 
St. Paul, and a ranking member of the U.S. 
Catholic Conference, has written to Secretary 
of Defense Richard Cheney to call for am- 
nesty for American soldiers locked up for 
refusing tojoin the Pentagon’s butchery against 
Iraq. In the Gulf, the first prisoners of war 
were our own kids. 

Twenty-five conscientious-objector Ma- 
rines have been currently confined to Camp 
Lejeune, N.C. An Army reserve physician, 
Capt. Yolanda Huet- Vaughn, is serving a 30- 
month sentence at Ft. Leavenworth, Kan., for 
saying no. Scores of resisters have been re- 
leased with dishonorable discharges. An esti- 
mated 2,500 military personnel sought CO 
Status after war hysteria commenced in Au- 
gust 1990. Only a few had their applications 
approved. Many were shackled and hand- 
cuffed and forcibly loaded onto Gulf-bound 
military planes. Go kill for America or else. 

Roach’s letter to Cheney argued that “those 
who in good conscience objected on moral 
grounds to fighting in the Gulf War (selective 
conscientious objectors) or any war (consci- 
entious objectors) deserved support, respect 


Crossfire Review 


Continued from page 12 

sources and (tracing back when necessary) 
evaluating their pedigrees.”In a work such as 
this,” Marrs states under “Sources and Notes,” 
“extensive footnoting within the text can of- 
ten impede the flow of ideas, reducing com- 
prehension.” That is nonsense. Small num- 
bers in a text leading to reference notes which 
state the source of a proffered fact facilitate 
the flow of ideas by enabling skeptical readers 
(and on this subject, who is not a skeptical 
reader?) to test the quality of the fact. Is this 
ahard fact? Is this only an arguable intuition? 
Is that just what somebody who is prejudiced 
or careless said was true without any or ad- 
equate proof? It is the absence of sourcing 
which reduces comprehension, by justifying 
skepticism. 

“Major statements in this work or ones that 
contradict the official version of the assassi- 
nation are attributed,” Marrs explains. In other 
words, the sources of “minor” statements or 
those that fall within “the official version” are 
not given. Hecontinues:”Any statements with- 
out attribution or a source listing indicate 
historical fact or issues which are undisputed 
among the majority of credible assassination 
researchers.” Who judges their credibility? 
Marrs of course. But I forone sharply disagree 
with him concerning the credibility of Mark 
Lane; although I may come to be, I for one am 
not convinced, as Marrs is, that Jim Garrison, 
the heroof Oliver Stone’s new movie based on 


and legal protection.” The Marines’ subver- 
sion of that ideal at Lejeune ranged from 
procedural errors in CO prosecutions to hous- 
ing them in yellow barracks and telling them 
no other color is suited for yellow cowards. 

Those who resisted the Bush-Cheney- 
Schwarzkopf calls toslaughter were the genu- 
ine heroes of this war. One of them is Marine 
reservist Erik Larsen, sentenced to six months 
on Nov. 19. He put Semper Fi to his con- 
science above obedience to orders to fight in 
the Gulf. After his sentencing, Larsen put it 
well: “I have no regrets about what I did. Istill 
think it’s a GI’s right to say no to war.” 

The Marines took no chances with Larsen. 


His jurors were all Gulf War combat veterans. 
That rigging was in line with what Archbishop 
Roach wrote to Cheney: The “right to consci- 
entious objection was effectively undermined 
by irregularities in the processing of claims, 
or inadequacies in existing CO regulations or 
their interpretation.” 

The last word is key. The military’s inter- 
pretation of the Gulf War was that it wasn’t a 
massacre, but America displaying its super- 
power prowess in the defense of freedom. 
Anyone in the military refusing to salute that 
delusion was of the criminal class. 

Amnesty International, immune to gov- 
ernmental pap, currently lists Larsen, Huet- 


Vaughn and 23 other refusers as prisoners of 
conscience. Were the United States still fight- 
ing a country whose power Pentagon propa- 
gandists have grossly exagerated, the impris- 
oned conscientious objectors would likely be 
more visible than they are now. It was that way 
during the Vietnam War, which lasted a de- 
cade, not 100 hours. By war’s end, courts were 
giving suspended sentences to draft resisters. 

At Lejeune, Leavenworth and the other 
military prisons, honorable defiance goes on. 
From the Gulf War, it’s about all the honor we 
have. 

© 1991, Washington Post Writers Group 


...AS Pax Christi Works on Their Behalf for Clemency 


Pax Christi USA, anational Catholic group, 
has instituted a program, “Written on their 
Hec;ts,” to support all the men and women 
who, for reasons of conscience, refused to 
fight in the Gulf War.Pax Christi Omaha has 
adopted Captain Yolanda Huet-Vaughn as its 
person of conscience. 

Dr. Huet-Vaughn is was convicted of de- 
sertion and intent to shirk hazardous duty and 
was sentenced to two and a half years. No one 
was allowed to testify for the defense. She is 
a wife and mother of three children. 

Letters, poems, stories, articles and books 


Garrison’s and Marrs’ books, is an acceptably 
crediblesource. Others who are well-informed 
will have other judgments concerning differ- 
ent researchers. Yet I estimate that Marrs has 
failed to specify his sources for 80 percent or 
90 percent of the facts he has presented, many 
of them highly arguable. Who can know how 
many of them come from sources some of us 
would not deem to be per se credible? 

By his scanty scurcing Marrs has funda- 
mentally reduced the credibility and utility of 
his otherwise stimulating and useful book. I 
judge that, unless Marrs himself was kind 
enough to provide a fully-footnoted manu- 
script of his book, it would take me at least six 
months’ reading and work, and perhaps six 
years’, to find and evaluate all of the sources 
of all of the salient points which he discusses. 

Marrs’ work is subject, also, to the com- 
plaint that he casts suspicion on so many 
groups and so many individuals, he appears to 
be positing a conspiracy too large to be cred- 
ible. I am not sure that this complaint would 
be granted in light of the profundity and the 
magnitude of federal crimes and lies to which 
the nation has been subjected in the period 
since the assassination, but it certainly has 
some force. For who, per Marrs, are “the men 
and organizations considered most likely to 
have been involved in a plot against the 
President”? “Many assassination researchers 
believe” that organized crime was respon- 
sible, but if so, the mob bosses “may have 
received some assurances of protection be- 
fore the fact.” Not the ClAas an organization, 
but “persons within the CIA may have played 


may be sent to Dr. Huet-Vaughn at: Drawer 
A, United States Disciplinary Barracks; Ft. 
Leavenworth, KS 66027-7100. 

(Remember, all her mail is opened by 
prison authorities before she receives it.) 

Polite but firm letters asking for clemency 
can be directed to: General Daniel Christman; 
Commanding General; US Army Engineer- 
ing Center; Ft. Leonard Wood, MO 65473. 
Telepnone: 314-563-6116 

Pax Christi also wants people to write to 
Dr. Huet-Vaughn’s Congressional representa- 
tives asking that they 1) Write to General 


roles in an assassination conspiracy.”[M]ost 
researchers today...regard certain agents within 
both the FBI and the Secret Service as prime 
suspects in the plot to kill Kennedy.” 
And,”...many assassination researchers be- 
lieve that at least some members of the U.S. 
military have played a role in an assassination 
conspiracy.” 


Mired in Doubt 


Finally we are forced to think through 
fundamental questions that are deeply dis- 
turbing. All our life is finding our way through 
ambiguous and frequently deceptive reality. 
We pay close attention to the quality of what 
wetake tobe the facts of reality so that we will 
be as sound as we can in opinion and in action. 
Walking barefooted in a strange house in a 
lightless night, walking in the dark outside in 
the marsh, the swamp of felt objects and milky 
shadows, where are we going, what are we 
doing? Even if we attain the ability to think 
and act wisely, the course we take depends on 
the quality of the evidence we accept about 
the reality we are in. As a nation we are still 
mired in a deep doubt about the reality of our 
collective life since November 22, 1963. That 
was when began the long national hallucina- 
tion from which we cannot seem to escape. In 
the very garishness of this hallucination a 
pervasive suspicion has taken root and has 
begun to spread that we are governed, not by 
ourselves in a democracy, but by liars and 
killers in a military state rooted in unscrupu- 
lous violence for which the term “the national 
security state” is merely a euphemism. 


Christman asking for clemency on her behaif; 
2) Support legislation that Rep. Ron Dellums 
will be introducing to clarify the existing 
conscientious objection procedures and to 
offer a review process to COs unjustly treated 
during the Gulf War. 

Dr. Huet-Vaughn’s Congressional repre- 
sentatives are: Sen. Christopher Bond (R), 
293 Russell Senate Building, Washington, 
DC 20510-2503; Sen. John Danforth (R), 249 
Russell Senate Building, Washington, DC 
20510-2501 and Rep. Alan Wheat (D), 1210 
Longworth Building, Washington, DC 20515. 


A photograph of Jack Ruby is blocked out 
on the cover my paperback copy of Crossfire 
by a pasted-on gold-colored star that is im- 
printed with the words, “Soon to be a major 
motion picture from Oliver Stone.” We can- 
not say that Jim Marrs’ theory of the con- 
spiracy behind the assassination is true or thai 
it is false because it may turn out to be either. 
If, say, the Mob, but not the government, turns 
out to be guilty, or persons in a government 
agency, but not in other suspected agencies or 
the Mob, Marrs can turn out to be right but 
mostly wrong. A jury acquitted the man Jim 
Garrison accused of complicity in Kennedy’s 
murder. Yet Stone, using the books by Garri- 
son and Marrs as his foundation, has made his 
movie, and many of us will go see it. What the 
people of the United States and the rest of the 
world are being given now in the movie 
houses is theory as entertainment and enter- 
tainment as history. 

Whose fault is this? It is not the people’s, 
itis not the assassination researchers’ and it is 
not Oliver Stone’s. It is the fault of the liars 
and the withholders in the federal govern- 
ment. Nothing can cleanse our country of the 
black 26-volume lie but the flinging open of 
the government’s files on this case and a 
President who will initiate, from the point of 
zero, a new and fully-funded historical in- 
quest. 

Unless we get that, our long national hal- 
lucination will continue. 


Reprinted with permission from the Texas 
Observer 


